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DjrrEST  OF  PTIPIIC  JAfl  266 


DEPART^'E^T’  OF  Ar’^RTORLTlT^  APPP.OPPIATton  ACT,  1948.  T^ith  the  eroeption  of 
corporate  funds,  permanent  appropriations,  and  payments  received  from 
other  agencies  for  furnishing  food  and  other  agricultural  commodities  and 
services,  this  Act  carries  most  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Departm*ent. 

Funds  made  available  for  1948  (including  $119,429,710  in  permanent 
appropriations  and  $225,000,000  authorization  to  borrov^  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury)  total  $960,044,908,  a  decrease  of  $314,^41,143,  or  21^,1% 
compared  v/ith  1947  appropriations,  reappropriations  and  RFC  borrowing 
authori.zati'ons  (no  reappropriations  authorized  in  1948  Act).  The  major 
changes  in  available  funds  are  as  follows: 

ACRTCTfLTT'RAL  CONSERVATION  PP.OGRA^f  —  $228,000,000  appropriated  plus 
$37,635,044  available  from  advance  conservation  material  fund  results  in 
a  decrease  below  1947  of  approximately  $48,600,000  —  $3^,100,000  for 
the  regular  program  and  $12,500,000  for  the  special  seed  program:  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  are  limited  to  $24,500,000,  a  decrease  of  approximate¬ 
ly  $4,400,000  below  1947;  the  Act  also  authorizes  a  $150,000,000  program 
for  the  1948  crop  year  vrith  maximum  payments  to  any  participant  to  be 
limited  to  $500; 

SUCtAR  act  —  $55,000,000  ($1,500,000  above  1947). 

To  carry  out  the  purposes  and  provisions  of  the  RATIONAL  SCHOOL 
LHNCH  ACT,  the  Act  makes  $65,000,000  of  Section  32  funds  available,  with 
the  provision  that  no  part  of  the  funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  as¬ 
sistance  ($75,000,000  of  Section  32  funds  and  a  direct  appropriation  of 
$6,000,000  available  in  1947). 

MARKETING  SERVICES  activities  $9,389,250  —  a  net  reduction  of 
$988,822  below  1947  which  represents  a  net  budget  decrease  of  $1,121,615 
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due  to  elimination  of  war  food  orders,  re^^alations,  etc.  and  several 
increases  for  various  TParketinf  service  activities. 

™FRAT.  CP.np  INSTW^HE  COPpo-RATION  ~~  $5,000,000  for  operating  ex¬ 
penses  ($2,790,000  below  1947)  to  be  nsed  for  liquidating  existing  program 
and  for  continuation  of  insurance  on  an  experimental  basis. 

SOIL  CONSEP.VATTOy  SERVTOS  —  $39,043,000  (a  reduction  of  $5,675,000 
below  1947). 

For  the  FAR^'ERS’  HOTT!:.  AD’^r'ISTRATTOF,  the  ^Allowing  amounts  are 
provided?  Farm  tenancj''  loans,  $15,000,000  ($35,000,000  below  1947);  nro- 
duction  and  subsistence  loans,  $60,000,000  (approximately  $35,600,000  be¬ 
low  1947);  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund,  $1,000,000  (nevr  item);  and 
salaries  and  expenses,  $21,000,000  (approximately  $13,400,000  below  1947). 

The  Act  contains  a  new  appropriation  iter,  of  $9,000,000  for  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  provisions  of  the  bPlSKARCH  AhL  yARFETIIT-  ACT  OF  1946. 

It  also  provides  $5,000,000  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  RIPAL 
ELECTRTFTCATIOTI  PROORAM  ($550,000  below  1947)  and  authorizes  borrowing  of 
$225,000,000  ($25,000,000  belovr  1947)  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
rather  than  from  RFC  as  in  prior  years. 

For  the  ACPJPI7.TTPAL  RESEARCH  AD^LENT  STRATI  ON  total  appropriations 
of  $51,063,635  are  provided,  a  decrease  of  $6,133,335  below  1947. 
$5,400,000  of  this  decrease  is  in  the  appropriation  ^or  meat  inspection, 
for  which  a  working  capital  fund  of  $5,000,000  is  proi-ided,  to  be  reim¬ 
bursed  from  fees  charged  packers  for  the  total  cost  of  meat  inspection 
services  in  lieu  of  the  direct  appropriation  of  $10,400,000  available  in 
1947.  Other  major  items  of  decrease  are?  Pink  bollworm  control  $265,500; 

I 

dutch  elm.  disease  control,  $215,100;  control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of 
insects  and  plant  diseases,  $750,000;  Bureau  of  Hitman  Nutrition  and  Home 
Economics,  $207,000;  and  special  research  fund  $100,000. 
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The  Act  also  provides  $3,750,000  for  l.-HITE  PITi:  BLISTER  RUST  COITROL 
($2,250,000  below  1947). 

FLOOD  GO^ITROL,  in  addition  to  prior  year  balances  available,  $1,000,000, 
of  Twbicb  $500,000  shall  be  vsed  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys 
in  the  watersheds  of  the  upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  rivers 
and  their  tributaries  (1947  appropriation  $2,100,000  plus  unobligated 
balances) . 

BTTREAIT  OF  AORJOTTLTT’RAL  EOOPOTfrcs^  $4,375,400  ($A1?,507  below  1947). 

OFh’ICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRIGTaTTTfAL  RELATIONS,  $503,000  ($225,000  below 

1947). 

For  FOREST  SERVICE  the  Act  makes  available  $45,5f?2,391  (including 
permanent  anprooriations),  a  decrease  of  $5,^^54,609  below  1947.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  $16,300,000  is  available  for  FOREST  ROADS  A^T  TRAITS,  a  decrease 
of  $9,914,222  below  1947  —  $8,414,222  for  forest  highv/ays  and  $1,500,000 
for  forest  development  roads. 

The  Act  also  contains  a  new  language  provision  waiving  personal 
services  limitations  contained  in  the  Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to  make 
lumpsum,  terminal  leave  pajTnents  to  employees. 


3 


OTEX  OF  history  OH  H.  R.  3^01 


Harch  17,  1947 
I-Iarch  2S,  1947 

April  2,  1947 
May  23,  1947 

T'ay  26,  1947 

I'lay  27,  1947 


I'^ay  2S,  1947 

i^ay  29,  1^47 

June  12,  1947 
J\Tly  11,  1947 

July  14,  1947 


July  15,  1947 

July  17,  1947 
July  IS,  1947 


Hearings!  House,  H.  R.  3601,  Pt.  1. 

Documents!  The  estir^ates  upon  which  the  hill  is  based  are 
contained  in  the  Budget  and  in  House  Documents  Hos,  1S6 
and  214. 

Hearings:  House,  H.  R.  3601,  ^t,  2, 

^^nuse  Commi.ttee  on.  Appropriations  reported  IT.  R.  3601. 

House  Report  450.  Print  of  the  hi!!l  as  reported.  Full 
Committee  Prints  of  the  bill  and  report. 

House  Rules  Committee  reported  House  Resolution  218  for  the 
consideration  of  H,  R.  3601,  House  Report  463.  Print  of 
the  Resolution  as  reported. 

House  Resolution  218  considered  and  agreed  to.  Print  of 
the  Resolution. 

House  began  debate  on  H,  R,  36OI. 

House  debat-e  concluded.  F.  R.  36OI  passed  House  with  amend- 
m.ents.  Remarks  of  Rep,  J.  R.  Bryson, 

R.  3601  •was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  Print  of  the  bill  as  referred. 

Remarks  of  Rep,  Cannon. 

Hearings!  Senate,  H.  R.  36OI, 

The  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  reported  K.  R.  36OI  with 
amendments.  Senate  Report  474.  Committee  Print  of  the 
bill  and  report, 

H.  R.  3601  was  debated  in  the  Senate  and  passed  with  amend¬ 
ments. 

Senate  Conferees  appointed. 

Print  of  H.  R.  3601  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered. 

House  Conferees  appointed. 

House  received  the  Conference  Report,  House  Report  975. 

IIoiTse  agreed  to  the  Conference  Report  and  acted  on  the  ~ 
amendments  in  disagreement. 
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Jiily  21,  1947 


July  22 ,  1947 

July  24,  1947 
July  26,  1947 
Julj'"  30,  1947 


Senate  apreed  to  the  Conference  Report  and  acted  on  the 
anendiT'ents  in  disapTeement .  Senate  asked  for  further 
conference . 

Senate  Conferees  appointed  for  2d  Conference. 

House  Conferees  appointed  for  2d  Conference, 

Uouse  received  2d  Conference  Report.  House  Report  1036. 
House  afreed  to  2d  Conference  Report. 

Senate  apreed  to  2d  Conference  Report. 

Approved .  Pl^blic  Law  266 . 
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AAA  See:  Production  and  TTarketing  Adnini  strati  on « 

AgricultTiral  Research  Administration . .  9021 

American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  ....  6023,  6033,  6109 

?  Appropriations,  decrease  6023-4,  6035-6,  604O-I,  6045-6,  6105 
6134,  6137-.S,  6140,  6152,  6163-4,  6167,  6178,  9461-3,  10108 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  .  6120,  9021 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry  .  .  .  6129 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  ; 

Neat  Inspection  .  6027-8,  6123-8,  9019,  9022 

9462,  9463,  9471-4,  9647,  10103,  104‘^7-10488 


Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 

TToodward,  Oklahoma  Station . .  .6128-9 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Nome  Economics  ....  9462 

Bureau  of  Plant  Indu.strj'-,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineering 
liYoody/ard,  Oklahoma  Station . 6129 


'  Charts  and  Tables  Seer  Statistics. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation . 6025-6,  6028 

.  .  6051-2,  6053,  6056,  6058,  9026 


»  Conservation  and  Use  of  Agriciiltural  I^nd  Resources^ 

See:  Production  and  TTarketing  Administration. 

Crop  Insurance . A2 710-11,  6045,  9019 

^  Extension  Service  .  6135 

Farm  Credit .  6043 

Farm  income  .  6023-4,  606O-6I 

Farm  Program  ....  6041-4,  6103-4,  6107-8,  6158,  6I67 
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Farm  Real  Estate  Prices  .  603R,  6120-21,  6I6I 

Farm  Security  Administration  .  .  .  .  .  6043,  6056,  6122 
Farmers’  Home  Administration  6033-4,  6035,  6045,  6059,  6105 

.  .  .  .  6106,  6120-22,  6160-62,  6163,  6165,  9018,  9463 

.  9493-96,  9671,  9679-80 

Emergency  Crop  and  P’eed  Loans . 6122 

Veterans’  loans  .  .  .  .6033-4,  6036,  6038,  6045,  6120-1 

.  6160,  6161-2,  9018,  9493 


Fish  and  Fisheries . 6115-8 

Flood  Control .  9658 

Food  Controls  . . 6178 

Food  Exports . 6178 


Food  Production . 6059-60 

Forest  Service  .  6044-5,  6056-7,  6129,  6131-4 

Forest  Diseases  .  6131-3 

Madison  Research  Laboratory  .  .  .  6044-5,  6057,  6129-31 

Roads  and  Trails .  5057,  9019 

Information .  9021 

Marketing.  See:  Prodviction  and  Marketing  Administration. 

If.eat  Inspection.  See  BTireau  of  Animal  Industry’-, 


Motion  to  recommit  the  bill  .  6177,  6179-80 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations  .  9021-2 

Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  604O,  6122-3,  9024-5 

Penalty  h’ail .  9021,  10103 

Personnel,  reduction  .  6035 

Point s-of-order  ,  6022-9 

Price  Support  .  6028,  6032,  6043,  6050-2 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration  " 

Conservation  and  Hse  of  A.rri  cuitural  land  Resources  .  6028 

.  .  6032,  6034-5,  6036,  6039,  6045,  6046,  6049,  6056,  6058 
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80th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES  j  Document 
1st  /Session  j  (  No.  186 


REVISED  ESTIMATE  OF  APPROPRIATION  FOR  THE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


COMMUNICATION 


FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

TRANSMITTING 

REVISED  ESTIMATE  OF  APPROPRIATION  FOR  THE  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE  FOR  THE  FISCAL  YEAR  1948  IN  THE  FORM  OF 
AN  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BUDGET  FOR  SAID  FISCAL  YEAR 


March  28,  1947. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriation  and  ordered 

to  be  printed 


The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  27,  1947. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sir;  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration 
of  Congress  a  revised  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  in  the  form  of  an  amendment  to 
the  Budget  for  said  fiscal  year. 

The  details  of  this  estimate,  the  necessity  therefor,  and  the  reasons 
for  its  transmission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  transmitted  herewith,  in  whose  com¬ 
ments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

Respectfully  yours, 


Harry  vS.  Truman, 
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Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  March  27 ,  1947 . 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Sir:  I  have  tlie  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration  a 
revised  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  the  form  of  an  amendment  to  the 
Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1948,  as  follows; 

department  of  agriculture 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

On  page  1203  of  the  Budget,  column  2,  under  the  subhead  “Administrative 
expenses,  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  Department  of  Agriculture,”  decrease 
the  estimate  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
from  “$8,500,000”  to  “$8,450,000,”  and  delete  the  words  “(to  be  computed  on 
an  accrual  basis)”  in  lines  4  and  5;  and  decrease  the  amount  by  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  discharge  the  indebtedness  of  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  (in  line  17  of  the  paragraph)  from  “$830,380,811”  to 
“$641,832,080.64”. 

Since  the  transmission  of  the  1948  Budget  to  the  Congress,  a  study 
of  the  administrative  expense  accounting  of  the  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration,  of  which  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  a  component,  has  been  instituted.  The  activities  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration  are  so  integrated  with  those  financed  from  appropriated 
funds  administered  by  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration 
that  the  Corporation’s  administrative  expense  accounts  are  maintained 
in  the  same  manner  as  for  appropriated  funds,  that  is,  on  an  obligation 
basis.  To  account  for  the  Corporation’s  administrative  costs  on  an 
accrual  basis,  as  contemplated  by  the  Government  Corporation  Con¬ 
trol  Act  (59  Stat.  597)  and  specified  in  the  1948  Budget,  would  require 
the  maintenance  of  dual  systems  of  accounts  at  an  additional  cost  of 
$50,000  a  year.  It  has  been  concluded  that  the  resulting  benefits 
would  not  justify  the  expense  necessary  to  effect  this  accounting 
refinement.  It  is  therefore  recommended  that  the  provision  in  the 
1948  Budget  requiring  the  Corporation  to  account  for  its  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  on  an  accrual  basis  be  deleted,  and  the  authorization  to 
expend  Corporation  funds  for  administrative  expenses  be  reduced 
from  $8,500,000  to  $8,450,000.  If  in  the  future  the  organization  of 
the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration  should  be  changed  so 
that  the  Corporation’s  operations  are  distinguishable  and  separable 
from  those  financed  from  appropriated  funds,  the  Corporation’s 
accounts  will  be  maintained  in  accordance  with  the  principles  appli¬ 
cable  to  commercial  corporate  transactions  as  contemplated  by  the 
Government  Corporation  Control  Act. 

The  act  of  March  8,  1938,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  713a-l),  directs 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  make  an  annual  appraisal  of  the 
assets  and  liabilities  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and,  if 
the  appraisal  results  in  his  finding  that  the  net  worth  of  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  less  than  $109,000,000,  directs  the  Secretary,  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  to  restore  the  Coi-poration’s  capital  to  that  sum.  At 
the  time  of  the  transmission  of  the  1948  Budget,  this  impairment 
was  estimated  to  be  $830,380,811.  It  was  further  stated  in  the 
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Budget  document  that  the  amount  would  be  subject  to  adjustment 
upon  receipt  of  the  appraisal  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  m  a  report  dated  March  13,  1947, 
has  determined  the  impairment  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  be  $641,832,080.64  as  of  June  30,  1946.  The  major  factor  in  this 
reduction  of  $188,548,730.36  from  the  earlier  budget  estimate  results 
from  the  accounting  treatment  accorded  the  “mark-up”  on  the  Cor¬ 
poration’s  general  commodities  purchase  program.  The  Corporation 
had  set  aside  such  sums  in  a  reserve  to  insure  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  the  act  of  July  16,  1943  (15  U.  S.  C.  713a-9), 
pending  final  accounting  for  its  operations  under  this  program.  The 
Secretary’s  appraisal  report,  however,  recommends  that  this  reserve 
of  $178,697,601.59  be  transferred  to  the  net  worth  of  the  Corporation 
as  of  June  30,  1946,  thus  reducing  its  capital  impairment  by  that 
amount.  Other  adjustments  in  accrued  liabilities,  valuation  reserves, 
etc.,  account  for  the  remainder  of  the  reduction  from  $830,380,811  to 


$641,832,080.64. 

It  should  be  observed,  however,  that  this  revision  in  the  amount  of 
impairment  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  will  not  result  in  a 
reduction  in  over-all  budgetary  expenditures  of  the  Government. 
While  the  expenditures  of  the  Treasury  from  general  and  special 
accounts  are  reduced  by  $188,548,730.36,  the  receipts  in  the  checking 
account  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  will  be  decreased  by  a 
similar  amount,  resulting  in  no  change  in  the  Federal  Budget. 

I  recommend  that  the  foregoing  amendment  to  the  1948  budget  be 
transmitted  to  the  Congress. 

Respectfully  yours, 

James  E.  Webb, 

Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE  OF  APPROPRIATION  FOR 
THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

I 


COMMUNICATION 


FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

TRANSMITTING 

A  SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE  OF  APPROPRIATION  FOR  THE 
TREASURY  DEPARTMENT  FOR  THE  FISCAL  A^EAR  1948  IN  THE 
AMOUNT  OF  $10,000,000 


April  23,  1947. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  ordered 

to  be  printed 


The  White  House, 
Washington,  April  23,  1947. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sir;  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration  ot 
Congress  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Treasury 
Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  in  the  amount  of  $10,000,000. 

The  details  ol  this  estimate,  the  necessity  therefor,  and  the  reasons 
for  its  transmission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  ot  the  Budget,  transmitted  herewith,  in  whose  com¬ 
ments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 


Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  April  22,  1947 . 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration 
a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  in 
the  amount  of  $10,000,000  for  the  Treasury  Department,  as  follows: 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


Subscriptions  to  capital  stock,  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  subscribe  and  pay  for 
capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  504  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 

1504),  fiscal  year  1948 _  --  _  $10,  000,  000 


In  the  transmission  of  the  1948  Budget  to  the  Congress,  it  was 
anticipated  that  cotton  indemnity  claims  on  the  1946  crop  would 
exceed  cotton  premiums  by  $17,893,000,  and  that  the  $20,000,000 
included  in  the  Budget,  together  with  capital  already  available  to 
the  Corporation,  would  be  adeciuate  to  pay  losses  as  well  as  provide 
operating  cash  needed  in  financing  the  1947  crop-insurance  program. 
The  latest  esthnate,  prepared  as  of  March  18,  1947,  indicates  that 
indemnity  claims  on  cotton  will  exceed  premium  collections  by 
$41,600,000,  an  increase  of  about  $23,700,000  over  the  previous 
loss  esthnate. 

The  House  Committee  on  Appropriations,  in  reporting  the  first 
deficiency  appropriation  bill,  1947,  included  an  appropriation  of 
$20,000,000  to  liquidate  the  cotton-indemnity  claims  on  the  1946 
crop.  The  committee  report  on  the  bill  states  that  the  committee 
had  "advanced”  the  item  from  the  1948  budget.  This  item  was 
approved  by  the  House  as  reported  by  the  committee  and,  if  approved 
by  the  Senate,  adequate  funds  will  be  available  to  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  for  completion  of  the  1946  program.  There 
is,  however,  urgent. need  for  additional  funds  to  meet  the  cash  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Corporation  in  connection  with  1947  crop-insurance 
operations. 

The  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  ed.,  1504  (a)) 
authorizes  the  issuance  of  capital  stock  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000. 
Assuming  the  subscription  of  the  additional  capital  stock  contemplated 
by  the  appropriation  carried  in  the  first  deficiency  appropriation  bill, 
1947,  there  will  remain  an  unsubscribed  capital  stock  authorization  of 
$10,000,000. 

Insurance  contracts  on  1947  crops  have  already  been  entered  into  by 
the  Corpoi'ation  pursuant  to  existing  law  and,  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  commitments  involved,  the  Corporation  will  require  additional 
funds  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  which  can  be  made  available  by  appro¬ 
priating  an  amount  equal  to  the  unsubscribed  balance  of  the  capital- 
stock  authorization,  $10,000,000.  This  may  not  make  available  suffi¬ 
cient  funds  to  permit  the  Corporation  to  carry  out  effectively  its  1947 
crop  operations,  in  which  event  an  amendment  of  the  basic  statute 
increasing  the  cajntal  stock  will  be  necessary.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  advises  that  the  extent  to  which  additional  capital  re¬ 
quirements  may  be  needed  cannot  be  determined  at  this  time. 

I  recommend  that  this  supplemental  estimate  be  transmitted  to  the 
Congress. 

Respectfully  yours. 


James  E.  Webb, 
Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
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HKMLIGHTS:  House  connittee  reported  agricultural  appropriation  -1)111,  House  passed 
compromise  wool  Mil,  House  Pules  Committee  reported  resolution  for  potato- surplus 
investigation.  Both  Houses  receive-d  President  ’  s  request  for  1-ycar  extension  of  cer¬ 
tain  allocai  ion— prior  it  ies  powers  and  E3q)ort  Control  Act,’  Sen.  Ca-oucr  introduced 
'hill  to  provide, .for  Eederal-State  farmr-lahor  cooperation.  Sen.  Hatch  inserted  USDA 
statement  discussing  surplus-potato  proMen,  Sen.  Morse  discussed  Economic  Peport, 
mentioning  its  lack  of  recommendation  on  agricultural  policy.  President  approved 
Second  Deficiency  A-ouropriation  Act. 


HOUSE 

1.  AGPICULTUEAL  APPPOppIAT ION  BILL,  19483  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported 
this  hill, -H,  P,  3601  (H.  Pept.  450)(uo  5910). 

Pepresent atives  of  the  Department  agencies  have  heen  advised  in  detail  of 
■  the  Committee's  actions  on  the  Budget  estimates®  Copies  of  the  hill,  report, 
and  hearings  will  he  distributed  as  soon  as  received,  pursuant  to  a  distrihution 
list  that  has  already  heen  worked  out  with  the  bureaus  and  offices*  Except  in 
case  of  unavoidable  emergency,  copies  should  he  obtained  thro-qgh  the  bureau 
budget  offices  rather  than  from  "this  office®  General  debate  on  the  bill  is 
expected  to  begin  on  the  floor  of  the  House  today  or  tomorrow*  (Note® —  Eor  the 
latest  word  on  this  point,  please  call  B&E  on  Ext-.  4654®)  The  table  on  the  next 
page  contains  a  summary  comparison  of  the  Committee  actions  Mth  the  1948  Budget 
estimates,  and  with  total  anticipated  funds  available  in  1947* 

Committee  actions  of  special  significance  include:  (l)  a  decrease  of 
$136,105,710  below  the  Bud.get  and  $148,631,710  below  1947  in  funds  for  the 
AGPICULTUEAL  CONSERVATION  PPOGPAM  (amount  in  the  Bill,  $l65,6l4,290) ;  (a)  a  re¬ 
duction  of  $18,564', 956  below  the  Budget  and  $13? 910, 956  belovr  1947  iii  the  over¬ 
all  limitation  on  administrative  e^q^enses  for  this  program —  eliminates  aerial 
photographic  laboratory,  but  provides  the  Budget  estimate  for  the  tobacco  mark¬ 
eting  quota  program,  (amount  in  the  Bill^  $15,000,000,  distributed  as  follows: 
State  and  national  expenses,  $ls950>000;  county  association  e:5q)enses, 
$13,050,000);  (b)  prohibits  use  of  funds  for  formulation  or  administration  of  an 
Agricultural  Conservation  Program  for  the  1948  crop  year;  and  (c)  provides  that 
payments  to  farmers  under  the  1947  program  shall  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of 
the  claimant  that  he  has  carried  out  the  conservation  practices  and  complied  witl 
all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payment;  (2)  rescission  of -funds 
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apdropriatecl  for  fiscal  ;^ear  194S  Dy  SECTIOH 
32,  act  of  August  24,  1935  (ostinated  at 
$l4S,000 ,000) ;  (3)  insertion  of  a  new  aupro- 
priation  iteni  ''ADMIITISTSATIOH  OF  AGE  I  CULTURAL 
i'lAEKETIlTG  AGREE^IENTS  AIE)  OIUMIS"  in  the 
araount  of  $525,300  to'  continue  activities  re-  j 
lating  to  the  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937* 
presently  financed  from  Section  32  funds;  (4) 
•reduction  to  $45,000,000  in*  funds  for  carrying  • 
Out  the  provisions  of  the' IIATIOITAL  SCHOOL  LUITCE 
ACT  (1947  availahle,  $ol,000,000;  19 4S  Budget  ' 
estimate,  $75*000,000);  Bill  prohibits  con- 
'  sidoration  of  fund.s  derived  from  the  sale  of  j 

lunches  os  State  or  loca,l  contribution*  for  ♦ 

matching  purposes;  (5)  reduces- to  $1,000,000  ! 

administra.tive  funds  for'  the  FEKERAL  CHOP  III- 
SUPcAlTCE  COEPOHATIOIT  (1947- a\-aiiable, 

■$7*790,000;  194s  Budget  estimo.te,  $9*330,000), 
such  funds  to  be  available  only  for  liquida-  j 
tion  of  the  existing  program  and  continuation 
of  trial  insurance;  (6)  eliminates  funds  for 
FAEii  TEIIAITT  LOADS  program  (1947  authoriza¬ 
tion,  $50,000,000;  194s  33udget  estimate, 
$35*000,000);  (7)  reduces  to  $1,000,000  funds 
to,  establish  the  FAE14  TEFAET  MOETGAGE  IDSUEAiTCl 
FUIID  (Budget  estimate,  $15,000,000);  (S)  -oro- 
vides  $60,000,000  for  PEODUCTIOH  ADD  SUB SI S^  ■ 
TEITGE  LOADS  (l947  available,  including  EFC 
loan  authorization  and  reappropriations, 
$95*611,2S2;  194s  Budget  estimate,  $90,000, OOO; 
(9)  reduces  to  $18,000,000  administrative 
funds  for  FASMEES’  HOMS  ADMIDISTEATIOD  (1947 
a,va,ilable ,  $34,428,300;  1948  Budget  estimate, 
$30,000,000);  (10)  reduces  to  $4,000,000  ad¬ 
ministrative  fund.s  for  ERA  (l9%'  available, 
$5*550,000;  1948  Budget  estimate,  $5,600,000); 
(11)  provides  $225,000,000  for  rural  electri¬ 
fication  loans  (1947  a,uthori  zation, 

$250,000,000;  1948  Budget  estimate,  $250,000,- 
000);  Bill  amends  ESA  Act  of  193^  "to  authorize 
borrowing  of  loan  funds  from  U.  -S,  Treasury 
•without  S^fj  collateral  limitation,  .and  trans¬ 
fers  to  Treasury  as  of  June  30*  1947  all 
.rights,  interests,  obligations  and  duties 
of  EFC  arising  out  of  loan  authorizations 
theretofo.re  made;  (l2)  carries  $6,000,000  for 
the  ESSEARCH  ADD  MAEKETIDG  ACT  of  .1946  (1948 
Budget  estimate,  $19,000,000)  distributed  as 
follows:  $3,000,000  for  payment  to  State  ag- 
r  i  cul  tur al  e  sp  er  ine  nt  s t  at  io  ns ; .  and 
$1,000,000  each  for  research  on  utilization 
and  associated  problems,  cooperative  research 
other  than'  utilization  research,  and  marketing 
research  a,nd  service.;  (13).  reduces  to 
$1,743,600.  bar's  funds' for  "ECO  domic  IDVESTI- 
GATIODS"  .(available.  1947,  $2,493,607;  Budget 
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estimate;  $2,493,600);  (l4)  ai^propriates  $144. 94o  for  RESEARCH  OH  AGRICULTURAL 
PROBLEI-IS  OE  ALASKA  (new  item),  including  $  44, 9  in  lieu  of  payments  to  Alaska  for 
ercperiment  stations  work  under  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  n,hd  Bankhead- Jones  Acts; 

(15)  esta.hlishes  a  wrking  capital  fund  of  $5«000,000  for  IjlEAT  IHSPBCTIOH  to  he 
reimbursed  from  fees  charged  to  packers,  thus  placing  meat  inspection  service  on  a 
self-sustaining  basis;  (16)  decrease  of  $554, S20  below  194S  Budget  estimate  of 
$g, 60S, 000  for  BUREAU  OE  PLAIE?  IHBUSTRY,  SOILS,  AHD  AGRICULTURAL  EHGIHEERIHG,  in¬ 
cluding  reductions  in  funds  for  forest  diseases,  soil  improvement,  irrigation,  a.nd 
fertilizer  research;  (I7)  decrease  of  $1,70S,600  below  Budget  estina.te  of 
P$9,70S,400  for  BUREAU  OE  EHTOMOLOGY  AHD  PIAHT  QUARA1U?IHE,  includii^g  reductions,  in 
funds  for  eradication  and  control' of  Dutch  elm  disease,  pinlc  bollworm,  and  emergency 
outbreaks  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  (iS)  reductions  in  EOREST  SERVICE 
funds,  including  disallowance  of  Budget  increase  of  $600,000  for  timber  sales  work 
and  reductions  of  $945,109  iu  national  forest  protection  and  ma.nagement  funds, 
$200,000  for  forest  and  range  maimgenent  investigations,  $555,000  for  forest  pro¬ 
ducts  research,  $500,000  for  forest  resources  investigations,  $500,000  for  acqui¬ 
sition  of  lands  for  Hational  Eorestsj  (19)  reduces  to  $15,300,000  funds  for  EOREST 
ROADS  .ETD  TRAILS  (ampropria.ted  1947,  $26,214,222;  194g  Budget  estimate,  $23,800,000; 
$6,000,000  of  reduction  below  Budget  applied  to  forest  highways  and  $2,500,000  to 
forest  development  roads);  (20)  reduces  SOIL  COITSSRVATIOH  SERVICE  research  funds  to 
$673,000  (1947  available  and  Budget  estimate,  $1,423,000),  and  soil  conservation 
o-ocrations  to  $38,000,000  (l947  a^vailable,  $43,300,000;  1948  Budget  estimate, 
$43,437,000);  (21)  eliminates  Budget  increa,ses  for  reconstruction  and  repair  of 
dams  and  spillxirays  on  LAKD-UTILI2ATI0H  PROJECTS;  and  (22)  disallows  $500,000 
.  Budget  increase  for  PEHALTY  r^AIL  to  cover  in  part  increased  mailing  rate© 

!  "^he  Committee  report  includes  the  follovdng  statements: 

”It  is  quite  clea.r  from  the  testimony  vkich  the  committee  received  from  all 
I  sources  that  there  is  today  a  new  empha.sis  in  agriculture#  The  a,ccent  is  on  re- 
i  search*  It  has  become  almost  a  household  word  in  the  whole  domaan  of  agriculture 
and  is  a  healthy  indication  that,  more  and  more,  farmers  and  those  identified  \mth 
farm  policy  are  becoming  increasingly  interested  in  what  is  commonly  caAled  the 
know-how  of  agriculturec*^ 

"In  appraising  the  needs  of  the  Department  for  the  next  fiscal  year  and  in 
orienting  itself  to  the  needs  of  agriculture  for  other  years  which  lie  ahea„d,  the 
committee  ha.s  given  m.ore  and  more  a,ttention  and  discussion  to  the  question  of 
Eederal  responsibility  for  agriculture  and  to  what  extent  that  responsibility 
should  be  borne  by  the  Eederal  Government*  It  can  scarcely  be  contended  that  the 
various  States,  most  of  which  have  comfortable  banlc  balances  as  distinguished  from 
the  Eederal  Government  v/ith  a  $268,000,000,000  debt,  and_\hich  derive  profit  and 
taxes  from  our  farm  domain  and  from  farmers^  incomes,  do  not  have  a  stoke  in 
farmers’  achievements  and  in  the  progress  of  agriculture," 

J’Every  Member  of  Congress  should  rea,d  carefully  the  very  excellent  statement 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on  the  general  condition  of  agriculture  as  a 
vjhole.  It  is  a  splendid  report  and  evidences  a  condition  never  attained  by  agri¬ 
culture  in  any  countrj’-  in  any  tirac.or  generoAion*  In  that  statement  the  Secretary 
points  out  that  bur  fa-xm  doma,in  was  at  the  very  pinnacle  of  production  in  1946  with 
the  greatest  production  in  history.  Between  1940  arA  1946,  the  value  of  a,ssets 
used,  in  agriculture  had  increased  from  53o7  billion  to  101.>6_billion,  vkich  is  an 
increase  of  89  percent  in  that  period©  The  increase  in  the  proprietor’s  equity  in 
? agriculture  increased  by  49*5  billion  dollars  or  II3  percent©  The  value  of  cash 
[  and  bonds  in  the  ha,nds  of  farmers  jumped  from  4,2  billion  to  19  billion  while  on 
t  the  other  hand  farmers’  debts  dropped  from  10  billion  to  8,3  billiOn©  The- value  of 
farmers’  livestock,  equipment  and  inventories  had  increased  by  63  percent  and  the 
■Value  of  farm  lands  by  68  percent©  Here  then,  is  unparalleled  testimony  ^0  the 
Splendid  conditions  of  American  agriculture© " 
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'■OLlie  nen'bers  of  the  cormittee,  as  well  a.s  Meribers  of  the  House  senerally,  t 
are  constantly  coming  across  publications  and  releases  whose  'usefulness’  in 
connection  with  agriculture  is  of  questionable  degrcec  Many  recipients  of  such  : 
publications  or  releases  have  nailed  them  to  the  committee  or  to  Members  of  the 
House  deploring  the  waste  of  public  funds  in  their  preparation  and  nailing,  " 

"The  comittee  has  endeavored  in  its  consideration  of  this  bill  to  effec¬ 
tuate  'selective  reductions'  based  upon  the  present  condition  of • agriculture 
,  and  the  needs  of  the  future." 

Hep.  Eayburn,  Tex,,  reserved  points  of  order  on  the  bill  (p,  5910)o 

■I 


) 


/ 


discussed  the  Economic  Report  of  the  Pi*esi 


UiaTED  STATES  DEPAETMSNT  OF  AGRICULTORE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

Washington^  May  23.  19^7 

Secretary  Anderson  Coinments  on  USDA  Appropriation  Bill: 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Clinton  P.  Anderson  today  issued  the  following 
statement : 

The  Pepartment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  hill  reported  out  today  hy 
the  House  Appropriations  Committee  directs  a  sharp  cut  at  the  interests  of  the 
American  farm  family  and  the  general  welfare.  The  greatest  harm  is  done  through 
attacks  on  the  conservation  program,  the  price  support  program,  and  assistance 
to  veterans  and  small  farmers.  IHiile  I  appreciate  the  need  for  economy,  the 
Department  already  had  reduced  its  personnel  and  budget  below  pre-war  levels.  The 
number  of  full-time  employees  in  March  of  this  year  ira.^ore  than  10,000  below 
March  19^0.  The  Department  of  Agriculture  is  now  operating  on  a  budget  nearly 
375  million  dollars  smaller  than  in  19^0.  The  cuts  now  made  by  the  House  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee  represent  an  additional  reduction  nearly  37  percent  below  the 
amount  available  this  year. 

If*  the  Congress  followed  the  recommendations  of  the  committee  it  would  in 
effect  be  saying  to  farmers:  "The  policy  legislation  on  the  books  means  nothing; 
you  have  to  fight  for  your  rights  every  time  an  appropriation  bill  comes  up." 

The  committee  action  nullifies  or  drastically  restricts  the  effect  of  several 
national  farm  policies  which  Congress  has  adopted  and  to  which  both  major  politi¬ 
cal  parties. have  pledged  continuing  support. 

Thus  is  raised  a  fundamental  issue  which  the  farmers  and  the  people  of  this 

* 

I 

country  recognize  as  being  out  of  keeping  with  the  times  in  which  we  live  and  the 
situation  in  which  the  problems  of  our  agriculture  involve  world- wide  considera¬ 
tions  . 

Because  farmers  are  now,  in  the  words  of  the  Committee,  "self-reliant,"  the 

Committee  proposes  to  weaken  the  farmer -operated  conservation  program  this  year 

and  bur y^ it  next  year.  Debate  and  voting  records  on  the  Department's  19^-7 
5752  (more)  USDA  1148-4t 


appropriation  "bill,  when  it  was  before  the  House  on  Msjrch  8,  19^8^  indicated 
clearly  that  Congress  committed  itself  to  a  3OO  naillion  dollar  agricultural  conser¬ 
vation  program  for  the  .current  calendar  year.  The  coirmittee  action  would  cut 
that  about  in  half.  This  is  the  first  time  it  has  ever  come  to  my  notice  that  a 
Committee  of  Congress  has  recommended  to  the  Congress  a  violation  of  its  own  con¬ 
tract.  The  Department  was  authorized  to  set  up  the  19^7  ACP  program  on  a  3OO 
million  dollar  basis.  Eepresentatives  of  the  Department^  through  farmer -elec ted 
committeemen  all  over  the  nation  carried  that  assurance  to  the  farmers.  I  still 
believe  the  Congress  will  not  repudiate  its  promise  and  repudiate  the  actions  it 
directed  the  Department  to  take.  I  intend  to  urge  the  Congress  'as  strongly  as  I 
can  to  restore  this  item  to  300  million  dollars. 

The  committee  action  would  also  cut  administrative  expenses  to  an  extent 
that  would  Kiake  the  program  ineffective  and  would  have  the  Congress  commit  itself 
against  continuing  the  program  next  year.  Because  of  wartime  damage  to  the  soil, 
we  should  reemphasize,  not  reduce,  the  effectiveness  of  the  conservation  program. 
We  in  the  Department  cannot  favor  a  death  warrant  for  the  farmer-committee  system 
of  administering  agriciiltural  programs.  This  is  the  same  farmer-coimmittee  system 
which  served  the  nation  in  combatting  depression,  which  turned  the  tide  against 
soil  destruction  and  which  geared  farm  production  to  the  requirements  of  war  and 
the  reestablishment  of  peace.  These  farmer  elected  committees,  which  have  their 
authorization  in  the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program,  carry  a  great  many 
responsibilities  including  vital  duties  in  price  support  operations.  They  repres¬ 
ent  one  of  agriculture's  greatest  assets. 

I  am  equally  concerned  over  the  practical  effect  of  the  bill's  provision 

depriving  agriculture  of  the  use  of  Section  32  money  which  is  to  nullify  both 

mandatory  and  permissive  price  supports  on  perishable  commiodities  such  as  fruits, 

vegetables,  milk,  poultry,  and  potatoes.  Section  32  money  has  always  been  the 

sole  source  of  funds  for  price  supports  on  most  perishables.  It  is  the  sole 

source  of  funds  used  to  distribute  government -o-v/ned  perishables  to  public  institu- 

(more)  ■  USDA/.148-47-2 


tions  and  school  lunch  programs,  and  to  divert  commodities  to  industrial  uses. 

i 

Section  32  monies  are  used  to  prevent  any  avoidable  waste  of  commodities  acquired 
by  the  Department  in  carrying  out  price  support  policies  ordered  by  the  Congross. 
This  means  that  even  if  other  monies  were  available  to  support  prices  of  commodities 
ordinarily  supported  ■^mth  Section  32  funds,  the  government  vrould  have  no  means  of 
preventing  v/aste  of  perishables  it  acquired  and  would  thereby  face  a  practical 
block  in  its  price  support  work. 

In  citing  this  as  a  period  of  short  production  and  unusually  high  prices 
in  which  there  is  no  need  for  Section  32  funds,  the  committee  overlooks  the  prob¬ 
lem  we  have  been  having  with  potatoes,  -smth  da-ied  milk  and  mth  some  fresh  vege¬ 
tables.  It  overlooks  the  real  possibility  of  early  difficulties  \mth  citrus  fruit. 
If  raisin  producers,  for  example,  should  encounter  a  surplus  problem  in  19^8,  the 
only  way  they  could  get  help  would  be  through  Section  32  funds. 

The  cotton  growers  will  not  overlook  the  fact  that  it  was  Section  32  funds 
that  made  it  possible  to  clear  the  decks  of  government  -  owned  cotton.  The  export 
subsidies  for  cotton  from  Section  32  funds  have  totaled  more  than  111  million 
dollars  in  addition  to  nearly  40  million  dollars  in  export  subsidies  paid  out  of 
CCC  funds.  But  to  offset  this  cost,  the  government  made  a  profit  of  more  than 
190  million  dollars  on  cotton.  And  what  is  more  important,  growers  do  not  now 
have  to  fear  the  price-depressing  effects  of  a  surplus  hanging  over  the  market. 

The  cotton  export  program  really  did  a  job  and  is  one  example  of  the  effectiveness 
of  the  use  of  Section  32  funds. 

The  Department  has  a  good  record  of  turning  back  Section  32  funds  not 
required  for  current  operations.  The  total  turned  back  is  $280,000,000.  I  there¬ 
fore  see  no  reason  for  the  Committee  to  m.ake  the  determination  that  the  funds 
should  not  be  available  simply  because  they  might  not  all  be  needed. 

The  Committee's  action  on  the  Farmers'  Home  Administration  severs  any  hope 
that  many  veterans  had,  or  that  many  tenant  families  had,  of  becoming  farm  owners 
in  the  year  ahead.  It  strikes  out  farm  tenancy  loans  and  cites  inflated  land 
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values  as  the  reason  despite  the  fact  that  land  purchased  hy  borrowers  under  this 
program  averages  only  $3  per  farm  more  than  a  year  ago.  All  these  loans  are  made 
on -the  basis  of  long-time  earning  capacity  of  the  land.  In  the  light  of  the  re¬ 
payment  record  on  these  loans  we  regard  it  as  a,  false  economy  to  wipe  out  these 
self -liquidating  loans . 

The  bill  also  reduces  by  one-third  our  estimate  of  90  million  dollars  for 
production  and  subsistence  loans  on  the  grounds  that  plenty  of  bank  credit  is  • 
available.  No  production  and  subsistence  loans  are  made  to' farmers  who  can  obtain 
suitable  credit  from  banks  or  other  proper  sources.  The  needs  of  veterans  are 
forgotten  in  the  bill  as  are  the  many  small  fai’mers  who  still  have  low  incomes 
while  agriculture  generally  is  prospering.  The  loans  to  them  are  largely  self- 
liqui dating . 

The  bill  cuts  the  school  lunch  funds  down  from  the  75  million  dollars 
originally  authorized  this  year  to  45  million  despite  the  recent  action  of  Congress 
in  providing  in  the  second  deficiency  bill  funds  to  go  beyond  the  75  million 
appropriation  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  Such  a  cut  is  not  consistent  with  the 
action  of  the  whole  Congress. 

There  are  many  additional  items  of  doubtful  economy  but  I  must  protest  at 
onc6  these  cuts.  This  is  not  a  controversy  between  the  committee  and  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture.  Rather  it  is  between  the  Appropriations  Committee  of  the  House  and 
the  often  expressed  will  of  the  Congress  itself.  I  feel  that  the  Congress  will 
continue  its  bipartisan  support  of  established  farm  programs. 
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NOTICE. — This  report  is  given  out  subject  to  release  when  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  that  accompanies  it  has  been  completed  by 
the  whole  committee.  Please  check  on  such  action  before  release  in 
order  to  be  advised  of  any  changes. 


80th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES  j  Eepor^ 
1st  Session  j"  t  No. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 

FISCAL  YEAR  1948 


« 


May  23,  1947. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Air.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appi'opriations,  submitted  the 

following 

EEPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R. - ] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  presents  herewith  the  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948. 

The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  contained  in  the 
Budget  on  pages  257  to  380,  and  in  House  Documents  Nos.  186 
and  214  of  the  present  session. 

The  bill  as  reported  represents  an  over-all  reduction  of  $337,842,786 
below  the  over-all  budget  estimate  of  $1,188,571,318.  It  is  below 
the  over-all  total  for  1947  of  $1,274,686,051  by  the  sum  of  $423,957,519. 
The  sums  referred  to  include  direct  appropriations,  reappropriations 
(in  1947  only),  loan  authorizations,  and  the  transfer  and  proposed 
transfers  of  funds  of  money  from  section  32  funds,  being  30  percent 
of  the  customs  receipts.  The  bill  provides  direct  appropriations  of 
$615,298,822  which  is  $189,842,786  below  the  budget  estimate. 
Added  to  the  reduction  just  indicated  is  $148,000,000  of  the  permanent 
appropriation  under  section  32,  which  the  committee  has  rescinded 
in  title  III  of  the  bill,  makes  a  total  reduction  in  annual  and  permanent 
appropriations,  through  action  on  this  bill,  of  $337,842,786. 
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The  increases  and  decreases  above  referred  to  are  set  out  in  the 
following  statement: 


Increase  (-]-)  or  decrease  (— ). 

committee 

bill  compared 

Item 

Appropria-  ' 
tions,  1947 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1948 

Committee 
bill,  1948 

with — 

-Appropria- 

Budget  esti- 

tions,  1947 

mates,  1948 

$660, 249, 211 

$805, 141, 608 

$615,  298, 822 

-$44, 950,  389 

-$189, 842,  786 

Reappropriations__ . 

133,  784,  292 

-133, 784,292 
-145, 000,000 

Loan  authorizations . 

370, 000, 000 

225, 000, 000 

225, 000, 000 

Transfer  of  funds  from  perma- 

nent  appropriations.  . 

75, 000, 000 

100, 003, 000 

-75,000,000 

-100,000,000 

Limitation  on  administrative 

expenses  from  corporate 
funds.- . - . 

[8,  760, 000] 

[8, 450, 000] 

[8,  450, 000] 

[-310,000] 

r  1 

Grandtotal,  excludingnet 

permanent  appropria- 

1,  239, 033, 503 

1, 130, 141,  608 

840,  298,  822 

-398,  734,  681 

-289, 842,  786 

Add  net  total  for  permanent 

appropriations  shown  in 
table  of  permanent  appro¬ 
priations  (p.  66)  . 

52, 747, 348 

58,  429,  710 

10,  429,  710 

-42, 317,  638 

-48, 000, 000 

Grand  total,  including 

permanents _  _ 

1,291,780,851 

1,188,571,318 

850,  728,  532 

-441,052,319 

-337, 842,  786 

Deduct  transfers  authorized  to 

be  made  between  existing  ap¬ 
propriations  to  meet  pay 
costs  under  Public  Law  390, 
79th  Cong . 

-17,094,800 

-17,094,800 

Grand  total  (net). . 

1, 274, 686, 051 

1,188,571,318 

850,  728,  532 

-423, 957, 519 

-337, 842, 786 

Detailed  tables  of  the  several  classes  referred  to  in  the  above  sum¬ 
mary  may  be  found  on  pages  48  to  68.  At  the  end  of  this  report 
there  will  also  be  found  a  table  of  the  trust  funds  which  will  amount, 
in  1948,  to  $19,892,100. 

UNUSUAL  INTEREST  IN  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL  FOR  THE 

FISCAL  YEAR  1948 

Never,  within  the  recollection  of  the  members  of  the  Committee 
on  Agricultural  Appropriations,  has  there  been  such  interest  in  the 
annual  supply  bill  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Doubtless, 
there  are  many  reasons.  Since  the  termination  of  World  War  II, 
there  has  been  speculation  concerning  the  condition  of  agriculture 
in  the  postwar  period,  and  the  possibility  of  inlieriting  a  surplus 
problem  similar  to  that  which  obtained  after  World  War  I,  in  the  early 
twenties  and  again  in  the  early  thirties.  To  be  sure,  there  is 
always  present  that  never-ending  interest  in  the  products  of  the  soil 
on  the  part  of  the  many  agricultural  constituencies  which  are  repre- 
sented  in  the  House,  and  it  is  only  natural  that  this  annual  supply 
bill  should  beget  a  broader  interest  than  any  other  appropriation 
measure  coming  before  the  House. 
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In  a  single  day,  during  the  deliberations  of  the  subcommittee,  116 
witnesses,  of  whom  71  were  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
presented  themselves  to  testify  on  some  phase  of  this  bill.  An  aggre¬ 
gate  of  departmental,  congressional,  and  outside  witnesses  would 
easily  total  500  persons.  There  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
committee  to  hear  every  witness  in  order  that  a  complete  record  might 
be  made.  Consideration  of  the  bill  up  to  the  time  when  the.  report 
was  completed  and  the  bill  pi’esented  to  the  whole  Committee  on 
Appropriations  covered  a  period  of  more  than  8  weeks,  and  should 
serve  as  persuasive  evidence  to  the  country  of  the  amount  of  work 
that  goes  into  the  preparation  of  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Back  to  'primary  sources 

It  is  quite  clear  from  the  testimony  which  the  committee  received 
from  ail  sources  that  there  is  today  a  new  emphasis  in  agriculture. 
The  accent  is  on  research.  It  has  become  almost  a  household  word 
in  the  whole  domain  of  agriculture  and  is  a  healthy  indication  that, 
more  and  more,  farmers  and  those  identified  with  farm,  policy  are 
becoming  increasingly  interested  in  what  is  commonly  called  the 
know-how  of  agriculture. 

It  is  of  more  than  passing  interest  that  this  new  accent  is  like  a 
revival  of  the  sentiment  which  impelled  the  creation  of  this  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Government.  On  May  15,  1862,  the  bill  which  established 
a  Department  of  Agriculture  in  the  Federal  Government  was  signed 
by  President  Abraham  Lincoln,  and  the  15th  of  May  1947  marked  the 
eighty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  creation  of  the  Department. 

It  is  therefore  meet  and  proper  that  the  language  of  the  original 
act  be  quoted  here  to  indicate  the  reasons  for  the  creation  of  the 
Department.  That  act  recites  in  part,  that: 

There  shall  be  at  the  seat  of  government  a  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
general  design  of  which  shall  be  to  acquire  and  to  diffuse  among  the  people  of  the 
United  States  useful  information  on  subjects  connected  with  agriculture,  in  the 
most  general  and  comprehensive  sense  of  that  word  and  to  procure,  propagate, 
and  distribute  among  the  people  new  and  valuable  seeds  and  plants. 

The  act  goes  on  to  define  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  recites  in  part,  that: 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  procure  and  preserve  all  information  con¬ 
cerning  agriculture  which  he  can  obtain  by  means  of  books  and  correspondence, 
and  b}'  practical  and  scientific  e.xperiments,  accurate  records  of  which  e.xperiments 
shall  be  kept  in  his  office,  by  the  collection  of  statistics,  and  by  any  other  appro¬ 
priate  means  within  his  power;  he  shall  collect  new  and  valuable  seeds  and  plants, 
shall  test,  by  cultivation,  the  value  of  such  of  them  as  may  require  such  tests; 
shall  propagate  such  as  may  be  worthy  of  propagation;  and  shall  distribute  them 
among  the  agriculturists. 

It  must' be  obvious  that  the  purpose  of  a  Department  of  Agriculture 
was  the  conduct  of  research  and  the  diffusion  of  its  fruits  among  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation.  After  the  elapse  of  four  score  and  five  years 
it  is  interesting  to  note  that  once  more  the  emphasis  is  on  research 
and  know-how,  rather  than  upon  action  programs  which  may  con¬ 
stitute  an  undue  burden  u])on  the  Federal  Treasury. 

•  GROWTH 

We  have  come  far  since  President  Lincoln  signed  that  biU  in  1862. 
Like  every  agency  of  Government,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
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was  then  quite  small  and  the  appropriations  so  modest  that  they  would 
have  caused  scarcely  any  comment  in  this  day  when  Congress  and  the 
country  deal  with  astronomical  sums.  The  growth  and  size  of  the 
Department  today  can  be  estimated  from  certain  physical  factors  such 
as  the  space  occupied  and  the  number  of  personnel.  In  1946  the 
Department  occupied  1,458,482  square  feet  in  Federal  buildings  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  68,451  square  feet  of  rented  space  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  2,097,373  square  feet  in  Federal  buildings  outside 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  3,510,459  square  feet  of  rented  space 
outside  the  District' of  Columbia.  It  therefore  occupies  an  aggregate 
of  7,134,765  squai’e  feet  of  office  space,  or  a  total  of  approximately 
170  acres,  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  This  woidd  doubtless  exceed 
the  fondest  dreams  that  its  creator  ever  entertained. 

General  evaluation  of  the  work 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  concerns  itself  with  every  function 
and  activity  which  is  of  interest  to  the  farmer  and  to  a  stable  agri¬ 
culture.  It  begins  with  the  soil  and  the  conservation  of  that  soil  as  a 
natural  resource  which  we  hold  in  trust  for  future  generations.  It 
deals  with  the  seed  and  the  plants  which  go  into  the  soil  and  which 
embody  our  hopes  for  a  continued  subsistence.  It  interests  itself  in 
farm  buildings  and  more  useful  ahd  convenient  living  for  farm  families 
and  the  housing  of  livestock  and  machinery.  It  encompasses  the 
electrification  of  the  farm  and  its  beautification  as  an  incentive  for 
keeping  young  people  on  the  land.  Its  activities  follow  the  produce  of 
the  farm  to  the  market  where  they  are  devoted  to  better  distribution, 
to  a  better  dissemination  of  information  on  prices  and  markets,  and 
to  a  better  knowledge  of  grading.  It  evidences  an  interest  in  both 
the  domestic  and  foreign  markets  for  the  farmer’s  produce  and  for  an 
expansion  of  those  markets  through  diversion  programs  and  new  uses. 
It  is  obviously  interested  in  the  price  which  a  farmer  receives  and 
concerns  itself  with  economic  devices,  such  as  loans  and  price  supports, 
in  the  interest  of  price  stability  and  the  equality  of  purchasing  power 
for  the  farmer.  Finally,  it  concerns  itself  also  about  farm  credit, 
whether  it  be  for  conducting  farm  operations  or  for  the  purchase  of  a 
farm.  All  these  come  within  the  purview  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

WHOSE  RESPONSIBILITY? 

In  appraising  the  needs  of  the  Department  for  the  next  fiscal  year 
and  in  orienting  itself  to  the  needs  of  agriculture  for  other  years 
which  lie  ahead,  the  committee  has  given  more  and  more  attention 
and  discussion  to  the  question  of  Federal  responsibility  for  agriculture 
and  to  what  extent  that  responsibility  should  be  borne  by  the  Federal 
Government.  It  can  scarcely  be  contended  that  the  various  States, 
most  of  which  have  comfortable  bank  balances  as  distinguished  from 
the  Federal  Government  with  a  $268,000,000,000  debt,  and  which 
derive  profit  and  taxes  from  our  farm  domain  and  from  farmers’ 
incomes,  do  not  have  a  stake  in  farmers’  achievements  and  in  the 
progress  of  agriculture. 

Members  of  the  committee,  like  all  other  Alembers  of  Congress, 
have  carefully  pondered  the  road  down  which  agriculture  shall  travel. 
Shall  it  at  long  last  be  the  paternalistic  road  along  which  there  are 
subsidies  and  grants  coupled  with  more  and  more  direction  from 
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Washington  or  shall  we  move  back,  in  some  degree  at  least,  to  the 
road  set  forth  in  the  act  signed  by  Abraham  Lincoln,  along  which  one 
may  find  the  bench  marks  of  research,  the  diffusion  of  useful  know-1 
edge,  improved  market  news,  the  necessary  supports  and  loans,  and 
a  larger  degree  of  reliance  upon  the  individual  farmer.  As  we  give 
thought  to  such  a  problem  as  soil  conservation  and  to  the  saving  of 
the  surface  of  our  land  from  the  influences  of  erosion,  we  also  have 
the  responsibility  of  pursuing  those  policies  that  will  prevent  the 
erosion  of  that  rugged  individual  character  which  has  made  the 
American  farmer  the  greatest  pi'oducer  of  agricultural  commodities 
in  any  time  or  generation  in  the  world’s  history. 

THE  COMMITTEE  APPROACH 

When  all  is  said  and  done  the  appropriation  of  funds  must  be  geared 
to  some  kind  of  a  basic  philosophy. 

The  committee  could  follow  the  route  of  indiscriminate  reductions 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  substantial  economies  but  such  a  course 
might  result  in  the  serious  crippling  of  essential  functions  or  in  nulli¬ 
fying  the  remainder  of  the  appropriation  carried  for  such  an  activity. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  committee  can  follow  a  basic  approach  which 
preserves  the  essential  functions,  eliminates  those  which  are  not 
regarded  as  indispensable,  and  reduces  waste,  extravagance,  and  dupli¬ 
cation  with  constant  emphasis  upon  those  research  activities  which  in 
the  judgment  of  the  committee  are  regarded  as  essential. 

Sometimes  the  elimination  of  a  single  man  from  a  scientific  bureau 
can  destroy  an  essential  step  in  an  entire  chain  of  scientific  endeavor 
and  thereby  make  the  rest  of  the  work  fruitless  or  abortive  or  place 
it  in  a  status  which  will  only  delay  the  ultimate  result. 

Many  views  were  expressed  by  various  witnesses  to  the  effect  that 
the  farmer  could  not  and  would  not  do  for  himself  some  of  those  essen¬ 
tial  things  which  cannot  be  immediately  measured  in  terms  of  cash. 
With  this  view  the  committee  does  not  agree  because  it  has  too  much 
confidence  in  the  self-reliance  and  capacity  of  the  American  farmer. 

The  question  of  duplication  was  often  in  evidence  and  many,  pro¬ 
tests  concerning  duplication  of  activities  and  facilities  have  come  to 
the  committee  from  time  to  time.  The  need  for  eliminating  duplica¬ 
tion  was  so  well  summed  up  by  one  farm  leader  who  said  in  effect 
“Congress  wouldn’t  think  of  having  one  rural  carrier  to  deliver  first- 
class  mail,  another  rural  carrier  to  deliver  second-class  mail  and  still 
'a  third  rural  carrier  to  deliver  third-class  mail  over  the  same  route.” 
This  was  his  way  of  expressing  the  need  for  consolidation  of  functions 
in  the  interest  of  a  more  efficient  operation. 

It  was  refreshing^  also  to  hear  witness  after  witness  reaffirm  and 
reassert  his  interest  in  the  need  for  economy.  It  was  so  well  put  by 
an  humble  but  vigorous  farm  leader  from  Minnesota,  who  said  in  effect 
“We  do  not  ask  more  money  for  soil  conservation.  W  e  merely  ask  for 
more  conservation  for  the  same  money.”  The  committee,  therefore, 
in  its  final  deliberations  on  this  bill  followed  the  spirit  of  a  phrase 
which  is  in  common  use  in  the  Forestry  Service.  The  foresters  speak 
of  “selective  logging.”  The  committee  has  endeavored  in  its  consid¬ 
eration  of  this  bill  to  effectuate  “selective  reductions”  based  upon  the 
present  condition  of  agriculture  and  the  needs  of  the  future. 
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CONDITION  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Every  Member  of  Congress  should  read  carefully  the  very  excellent 
statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on  the  general  condi¬ 
tion  of  agriculture  as  a  whole.  It  is  a  splendid  report  and  evidences  a 
condition  never  attained  hy  agriculture  in  any  country  in  any  time  or 
generation. 

In  that  statement  the  Secretary  points  out  that  our  farm  domain 
was  at  the  very  pinnacle  of  production  in  1946  with  the  greatest  pro¬ 
duction  in  history.  Between  1940  and  1946,  the  value  of  assets  used 
in  agriculture  had  increased  from  53.7  billion  to  101.6  billion,  which 
is  an  increase  of  89  percent  in  that  period.  The  increase  in  the 
proprietor’s  equity  in  agricultui'e  increased  by  49.5  billion  dollars  or 
113  percent.  The  value  of  cash  and  bonds  in  the  hands  of  farmers 
jumped  from  4.2  billion  to  19  billion  while  on  the  other  hand  farmers’ 
debts  dropped  from  10  billion  to  8.3  billion.  The  value  of  farmers’ 
livestock,  equipment  and  inventories  had  increased  by  63  percent  and 
the  value  of  farm  lands  by  68  percent.  Here  then,  is  unparalleled 
testimony  to  the  splendid  conditions  of  American  agriculture. 

THE  president’s  VIEW 

Doubtless,  this  information  was  before  the  President  when  he 
compiled  and  presented  his  huilget  message  to  Congress  on  January 
10,  1947.  The  President’s  observations  are  quite  worthy  of  repetition. 
The  President  said,  in  part,  refei’ring  to  soil-conservation  payments: 

A  year  ago  the  budget  message  recommended  gradual  reduction  of  these  pay¬ 
ments  and  that  recommendation  is  now  renewed.  More  than  60  percent  of  the 
total  payments  go  to  about  one-eighth  of  the  Nation’s  farmers.  Most  of  this 
money,  thus,  is  being  paid  to  a  comparatively  small  number  of  farmers,  who, 
because  of  their  strong  position  in  American  agriculture  would  undoubtedly  con¬ 
tinue  the  best  farm-management  practices  without  the  persuasion  of  a  bonus  from 
the  Treasury. 

We  should  shift  our  effort  from  this  kind  of  subsidy  to  providing  technical 
guidance  to  all  farmers  for  soil  conservation  and  management  along  the  lines  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  Extension  Service.  I  therefore  propose 
that  the  appropriation  act  limit  the  conservation  and  use  program  for  the  crop 
year  1948  to  $200,000,000  instead  of  the.  $300,000,000  program  to  which  we  are 
committed  for  the  crop  year  1947.  This  will  not  affect  expenditures  materially 
until  the  fiscal  year  1949. 

While  the  committee  does  not  agree  with  the  President  concerning 
commitments  in  the  crop  year  1947,  it  cites  this  expression  from  the 
President  to  indicate  that  the  Chief  Executive  has  had  in  mind  a 
shift  of  emphasis  from  subsidies  to  technical  guidance  on  the  ground 
that  many  farmers  are  in  a  strong  position  to  continue  sound  farm 
practices  without  a  bonus  from  the  Federal  Treasury. 

This  logic  is  in  substantial  accord  with  the  viewpoint  followed  by 
the  subcommittee  in  determining  the  various  needs  of  agriculture  for 
the  fiscal  year  1948.  (Sec  p.  23,  post,  for  discussion  of  committee’s 
action  on  the  President’s  recommendation.) 

extension  service 

While  the  estimates  for  the  Extension  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  19418 
total  $23,660,150,  only  $827,200  of  this  estimated  amount  is  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  the  balance  is  distributed  among  the  States 
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under  various  acts  of  Congress  which  go  back  to  1914  and  are  used 
!  at  the  State  level. 

In  addition,  the  States  participate  in  matching  these  funds  to  the 
extent  of  $25,669,716,  so  that  the  total  funds  available  for  this  function 
from  all  sources  will  be  $52,992,540. 

It  was  at  this  point  that  the  committee  engaged  in  a  long  and 
I  earnest  discussion  concerning  the  duplication  of  many  field  activities 
of  the  Department  and  hoped  to  contrive  a  policy  or  a  vehicle  whereby 
these  functions  might  be  consolidated.  The  general  limitations  on 
an  appi'opriation  bill,  however,  stood  in  the  way  and  the  committee 
respectfully  suggests  to  the  Legislative  Committee  on  Agriculture  for 
the  House  of  Representatives  that  this  matter  deserves  immediate 
attention. 

At  the  present  time  the  E.xtension  Service  has  on  its  rolls  10,419 
persons  consisting  of  State  supervisors,  specialists,  county  agents, 
home  demonstration  agents,  boys’  club  agents,  clerks  and  assistants, 
virtually  all  of  whom  operate  at  the  field  level  and  maintain  close 
contact  with  farmers  in  disseminating  the  research  fruits  and  the 
recommended  practices  of  the  Department. 

At  the  same  time  tlie  Soil  Conservation  Service  in  its  field  operation 
I  maintains  7  regional  offices  with  860  persons,  50  State  offices  with  419 
;  persons,  550  district  offices  with  1,000  persons,  and  2,268  work  unit 
.  offices  with  9,350  persons. 

!  To  this  large  field  operation  there  must  be  added  the  Farmers  Home 

Administration  with  a  total  of - persons  ojicrating  at  area,  district, 

and  county  levels.  It  appears  reasonably  clear  that  there  is  both  ad- 
.  ministrative  and  functional  duplication  in  the  field  between  these 
I  agencies  and  immediate  steps  should  be  taken  to  develop  programs  at 
county  levels  under  unified  management  whereby  substantial  addi¬ 
tional  economies  might  be  effected.  The  Extension  Service  was, 
therefore,  left  intact  without  a  reduction. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

For  fiscal  1948  there  was  an  over-all  estimate  for  the  Forest  Service 
of  $66,145,500.  It  has  become  a  vast  domain  of  activity  but  that 
observation  is  not  intended  to  convey  the  impression  that  forestry  is 
not  important.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  more  and  more,  forestry  is  com¬ 
ing  to  be  regarded  as  an  annual  crop  with  definite  cash  income  benefits 
to  farmers  in  all  sections  of  the  country.  There  is  a  growing  interest 
I  in  forestry  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  more  than  threescore  wit¬ 
nesses  appeared  to  testify  on  one  item  or  another  in  the  Forest  Service 
estimate. 

The  committee  points  out  first  of  all  that  there  has  been  no  sub- 
■  stantial  increase  in  the  acreage  of  the  national  forests  since  1938. 

There  has  been  an  undue  emphasis  on  public  relations  by  the  Forest 
Service  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  114  persons  arc  employed  in  in- 
i  formational  and  educational  activities.  Some  of  the  projects  for  which 
funds  were  requested  appeared  highly  nebulous  in  character  and  in 
!  some  cases  the  work  appeared  to  be  rather  academic. 

On  those  items  in  which  there  was  such  broad  public  interest  and 
j  for  which  there  appear  to  be  genuine  justification,  such  as  forest-fire 
j  cooperation  and  farm-forestry  cooperation,  the  committee  made  no 
I  reductions.  Nor  did  it  reduce  miiny  of  the  field  and  research  functions 
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which  the  Forestry  Service  presently  pursues.  It  does,  however,  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  reductions  which  are  tabulated  below  are  fully  justified 
and  that  there  will  be  no  impairment  of  the  usefulness  and  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  Forest  Service. 

PUBLIC  RELATIONS  AND  PUBLICITY  ACTIVITIES 

It  was  reported  to  the  committee  by  the  Department  that  a  total  of 
approximately  500  persons  were  devoting  approximately  340  man- 
years  of  work  to  “public  relations  and  publicity  activities.” 

The  Department  contends  that  all  of  such  work  is  in  connection 
with  the  “diffusion  among  the  people  of  the  United  States  of  useful 
information  on  subjects  connected  with  agriculture,”  as  authorized 
in  the  basic  act  of  1862.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the  word  “useful”  is  a 
higlily  relative  term.  The  members  of  the  committee,  as  well  as 
Members  of  the  House  generally,  are  constantly  coming  across  publi¬ 
cations  and  releases  whose  “usefulness”  in  connection  with  agriculture 
is  of  questionable  degree.  Many  recipients  of  such  publications  or 
releases  have  mailed  them  to  the  committee  or  to  Members  of  the 
House  deploring  the  waste  of  public  funds  in  their  preparation  and 
mailing. 

It  had  been  the  purpose  of  the  committee  to  reduce  tc  250  man-years 
the  amount  of  work  permitted  to  be  done  under  this  head  during  the 
fiscal  year  1948.  However,  it  was  found  all  but  impossible  to  draft 
a  provision  in  such  terms  as  would  not  endangei  the  fundamental 
work  of  the  Department  in  diffusing  essential  information  pertaining 
to  agriculture.  The  committee  believes  it  is  a  matter  which  can  be 
controlled  by  the  more  flexible  device  of  administrative  regulation, 
without  injury  to  agriculture,  and  has  decided  to  give  the  Department 
the  opportunity  to  “reform  itself.”  It  is  believed  that  under  a  pur¬ 
poseful  and  rigid  supervision  which  will  prescribe  essentiality  and  a 
high  degree  of  unquestionable  “usefulness  to  agi’iculture”  for  aU  pub¬ 
licity  and  public  relations  activities,  the  Department  should  be  able 
to  achieve  the  purpose  of  the  committee  in  effecting  the  reduction 
above  indicated.  Its  success  in  so  doing  will  be  measured  by  the 
committee  next  year  when  it  will  call  for  a  report  of  such  activities 
or  1948,  to  be  compared  with  the  report  submitted  this  session. 

,  DEPARTMENT  BUREAU  AND  BUDGET  BUREAU  ESTIMATES 

On  page  197  of  the  hearings  it  wjll  be  observed  that  the  total  of  all 
estimates  presented  to  the  Department  by  the  various  bureaus  in  the 
Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  was  $1,611,961,683.  These  esti¬ 
mates  were  then  canvassed  by  the  departmental  staff  and  reduced  to 
$1,448,757,528.  This  then  was  the  estimate  presented  to  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in  turn  thereupon  recan¬ 
vassed  these  estimates  and  finally  reduced  them  to  $1,198,571,318. 
These  figures  would  indicate  that  by  action  of  the  Budget  Bureau  the 
estimates  as  originally  submitted  by  the  component  agencies  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  were  reduced  by  more  than  $400,000,000 
before  they  were  presented  to  the  Congress. 

There  follow  somewhat  more  detailed  discussions  of  the  committee’s 
action  on  the  several  budget  requests. 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Salaries. — In  view  of  the  substantial  reductions  made  in  the  many 
action-program  appropriations  carried  in  the  bill,  the  committee 
feels  that  the  work  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  will  be  substantially 
reduced.  The  budget  estimate  involves  an  increase  of  $118,350. 
Certain  items  among  those  increases  have  been  approved  by  the 
committee  as  follows;  Replacement  of  the  official  automobile  for  the 
use  of  the  Secretary,  $3,000;  for  the  establishment  of  a  health  program 
for  employees  under  the  act  of  August  8,  1946,  $45,000;  and  within- 
grade  salary  advaiicements,  $26,850.  The  committee  has  made  a 
reduction  of  $100,000  in  the  budget  of  $2,150,000  for  this  item  in  the 
belief  that  the  increases  above  referi'ed  to  can  be  provided  for  through 
administrative  adjustments  of  the  remaining  objects  of  expenditure. 

Penalty  mail. — The  budget  estimate  for  penalty  mail  is  in  the  sum 
of  $3,686,000,  which  the  committee  has  reduced  by  $500,000.  Else¬ 
where  in  the  bill  the  committee  has  eliminated  the  agricultural 
conservation  payment  program  for  1948.  The  penalty  mail  allotment 
to  the  Production  and  Klarketing  Administration  from  this  appropria¬ 
tion  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,746,491,  of  which  $938,000  is  estimated  for  use 
in  connection  with  that  program.  It  is  obvious  that  the  major 
portion  of  the  latter  sum  would  be  expended  in  connection  with 
planning  and  carrying  out  the  program  for  1948  and  since  that  has  been 
eliminated,  the  committee  believes  a  cut  of  $500,000  in  the  penalty 
mail  estimate  can  be  made  with  entire  safety. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT 

The  budget  includes  an  estimate  of  $19,000,000  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  August  14,  1946,  otherwise  known 
as  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act,  or  the  Hope-Flannagan  Act. 
The  committee  held  exhaustive  hearings  with  departmental  witnesses 
on  this  estimate  as  well  as  from  a  large  number  of  individuals  and 
organizations.  Since  this  is  the  first  year  of  a  very  far-reaching  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  contemplated  to  increase  in  appropriations  aft^r  5 
years  to  the  level  of  approximately  $61,000,000,  the  committee 
believes  the  launching  of  the  program  should  be  approached  in  the 
light  of  all  research  already  being  done  that  has  a  direct  or  indirect 
influence  on  marketing.  It  is  to  be  noted^  also,  that  the  department 
itself  does  not,  as  yet,  have  a  well -developed  program  embracing  the 
appropriations  requested,  nor  following  the  recommendations  of  the 
legislative  committee’s  report  of  1946. 

The  committee  has  been  somewhat  more  liberal  with  respect  to  the 
amounts  to  be  allotted  to  the  land-grant  colleges  than  with  the  other 
divisions  of  the  program.  As  against  a  budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000 
for  payments  to  the  State  experiment  stations,  the  bill  provides 
$3,000,000.  For  the  remaining  three  projects  under  the  act,  the  bill 
provides  $1,000,000  for  each,  a  total  appropriation  for  the  initial 
year  of  the  act,  of  $6,000,000.  The  committee  was  impressed  with 
the  evidence  given  as  to  the  importance  and  value  of  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  program,  but  believes  that  such  a  program  should 
be  clear  of  any  charge  of  duplication  and  should  reflect  research  truly 
in  the  direction  of  increasing  the  flow  of  agriculture  products  in  com- 
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merce  by  projects  designed  to  increase  consumption.  The  Congress 
obviously  contemplated  an  independent  merchandising  program,  not 
a  supplementary  appendix  to  an  existing  production  research  program. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

The  budget  estimate  of  $2,525,000  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
has  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $100,000.  In  view  of  the  many  sub¬ 
stantial  reductions  in  the  program  items  throughout  the  bill  which 
require  the  services  of  the  Solicitor’s  office,  the  committee  believes 
that  it  can  function  efficiently  under  the  reduced  expenditm-e  and  at 
the  same  time  make  the  necessary  within-grade  salary  promotions. 
The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  an  overhauling  of  the  organiz  i- 
tionil  set-up  in  the  Solicitor’s  office  whereby  more  legal  talent  can 
be  devoted  to  actual  legal  work  rather  than  supervision  could  effec¬ 
tuate  additional  economies  in  this  office. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  of  $700,000  for  salaries 
and  expenses  represents  an  increase  of  $38,950  over  the  appropriations 
for  the  ciu-rent  year.  Of  this  increase,  $10,950  is  for  within-grade 
salary  advancements;  $20,000  is  for  additional  work  in  answering 
public  and  congressional  requests  for  information;  and  $8,000  is  for 
an  increase  in  the  accounting  and  auditing  staff.  It  is  in  this  office 
that  much  of  the  Department’s  publicity  work  is  carried  on.  In 
applying  the  recommended  reduction  of  $125,000  in  this  item,  the 
Department  will,  of  course,  have  in  mind  the  considerations  discussed 
above  under  the  caption,  “Public  relations  and  publicity  activities.” 

Printing  and  binding. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount 
of  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,607,000  for  printing  and  binding,  which  is 
an  increase  of  $296,400  above  the  current  appropriation.  This 
increase  is  occasioned  primarily  by  the  recent  advance  in  the  cost  of 
printing.  It  was  reported  to  the  committee  that  the  piu’chasing  power 
of  the  printing  and  binding  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1947  and 
as  proposed  for  1948,  is  less  than  half  that  in  any  of  the  three  fiscal 
years,  1940-42.  These  are  factors  beyond  the  control  of  the  committee 
or  of  the  Department,  and  the  committee  was  unable  to  justify  any 
reduction. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,375,400  for 
crop  and  livestock  estimates,  which  is  but  $50  less  than  the  estimated 
obligations  for  the  fiscal  year  1947.  The  comm.ittee  believes  the 
importance  of  the.  crop  and  livestock  estimates  cannot  be  overstressed. 
Economic  investigations,  to  the  contrai'y,  do  not  enjoy  the  same 
confidence  and  esteem  of  the  coro.mittee.  It  is  believed  that  much 
of  the  work  in  the  field  of  economic  investigations  is  highly  speculative 
in  nature,  economics  being  one  of  the  least  precise  of  the  sciences,  if, 
indeed,  it  may  be  dignified  by  that  term.  It  is  believed  that  the  pro¬ 
gram.  of  economic  investigations  may  be  drastically  curtailed  without 
finy  hijury  to  the  work  of  the  Department,  if  the  objectives  of  such 
investigations  are  carefidly  determ.ined  and  made  specifically  appli¬ 
cable  to  work  of  the  Department  requiring  such  investigations.  One 
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of  the  activities  of  the  Department  toward  which  the  committee 
believes  the  studies  of  this  agency  should  be  directed  is  that  of  the  new 
research  and  marketing  program,  the  initial  appropriation  for  which 
is  being  made  in  this  bill.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  budget 
estimate  of  $2,493,600  in  the  sum  of  $750,000  and  feels  sure  that  in 
doing  so  it  has  not  imposed  any  real  injury  upon  agriculture.  The 
committee  was  well  impressed  with  the  sincerity  and  the  ability  of  the 
head  of  this  office,  namely,  Mr.  O.  V.  Wells,  and  appreciates  his  assur¬ 
ance  given  to  the  committee  that  he  would  endeavor  to  carry  on  the 
program  within  whatever  sum  the  Congress  shall  appropriate. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

The  budget  estimate  of  $728,000,  which  is  the  amount  available  for 
the  current  year,  has  been  cut  in  the  sum  of  $100,000.  As  in  the  case 
of  economic  investigations,  this  activity  occupies  a  field  of  somewhat 
indefinite  boundaries.  The  committee  feels  sure  that  the  work  can 
be  carried  on  under  the  reduced  amount  without  injury  to  agriculture 
and  it  also  believes  that  this  appropriation  is  one  where  the  work 
should  be  oriented  toward  the  newly  established  marketing  and 
research  program.  The  committee  was  disposed  to  make  a  larger 
reduction  in  this  amount  and  refrained  from  doing  so  only  because 
of  the  possibility  that  foreign  outlets  for  agricultural  commodities 
may  require  additional  emphasis  in  the  fiscal  year  1948. 

RESEARCH 

In  the  research  bureaus  under  the  general  administrative  head  of  the 
Agricultural  Research  Administration,  reductions  were  made  in  some 
of  these  projects  on  the  ground  that  many  of  them  had  been  in  process 
for  a  good  many  years  and  stioidd  be  terminated  or  brought  to  com¬ 
pletion.  The  committee  was  of  the  opinion  that  some  of  the  scientific 
talent  in  these  Bureaus  was  scattered  pretty  thinly  and  that  better 
results  coidd  be  obtained  by  reducing  the  number  of  lines  of  work  and 
concentrating  upon  certain  selective  activities  that  appeared  of  greater 
importance  to  agriculture  as  a  whole.  These  reductions  are  in  nowise 
intended  to  cripple  scientific  work  but  rather  to  concentrate  it  along 
the  most  useful  lines  in  the  interest  of  more  e.xpeditious  results. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTR,\TION 

Office  of  ihe  AdminiHrator. — Several  years  ago,  the  Secretary,  by 
administrative  order,  established  the  Agricultural  Research  Admin¬ 
istration,  with  an  administrator,  and  staff,  under  whose  supervision 
and  direction  the  following  researcb  activities  were  grouped;  Special 
Research  Fund,  Office  of  Experiment  Stations,  Bureau  of  Animal  In¬ 
dustry,  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry,  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Bureau 
of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine,  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and 
Industrial  Chemistry,  and  the  Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Plonn* 
Economics.  Under  a  recent  administrative  order,  all  other  research 
activities  of  the  Department  have  been  brought  under  the  supervision 
and  control  of  the  Office  of  the  Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Research  Administration.  These  include  the  research  activities  of 
the  Forest  Service,  those  of  the  >Soil  Conservation  Service,  and  vill 
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also  include  the  Kesearch  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials,  which 
is  provided  for  elsewhere  in  the  bill.  In  addition  to  the  supervision 
of  research,  the  Office  of  the  Administrator  controls  and  operates  the 
Agricultural  Research  Center  at  Beltsville,  Md.  The  center  occupies 
an  area  of  approximately  15,000  acres,  of  which  2,500  acres  is  used 
by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
The  value  of  the  remaining  acreage  and  the  structures  is  estimated  at 
about  $13,000,000.  The  custodial  function  relating  to  the  center  is 
under  the  Office  of  the  Administrator.  This  includes,  of  course,  the 
care  and  paaintenance  of  buildings,  roadways,  heating  and  lighting 
and  the  other  usual  custodial  services.  The  several  research  bureaus 
of  the  Department  carry  on  much  of  their  basic  fundamental  research 
at  the  center  up  to  the  point  wdiere  the  application  of  the  research 
in  the  various  geographical  sections  of  the  country  become  operative 
and  the  work  is  then  suitably  allotted  to  the  various  regions.  It  is 
quite  obvious  that  increased  costs  of  labor  by  virtue  of  the  40-hour 
week  and  increased  cost  for  feed  and  supplies  has  materially  increased 
the  operating  cost  of  the  research  center  at  Beltsville  and  these  addi¬ 
tional  costs  must  be  taken  into  account. 

SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND 

The  budget  estimate,  $1,300,000,  for  the  special  research  fund 
is  in  the  amount  of  the  current  appropriation .  Here  the  committee  has 
imposed  a  cut  of  $100,000,  which  is  to  be  applied  to  the  special  projects 
carried  on  by  designation  of  the  Secretary  and  not  to  the  special  re¬ 
search  laboratories  in  the  major  agricultural  regions.  The  committee 
believes  that  the  program  under  this  fund  should  also  be  oriented  to  the 
new  activity  under  the  research  and  marketing  appropriation. 

STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  MATERIALS 

The  committee  has  provided  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate 
of  $349,000  for  the  project  authorized  by  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946,  as  such  act  may  relate  to 
natural  rubber.  Exhaustive  hearings  were  held  on  this  activity  at 
which  the  committee  heard  witnesses  from  the  Army  and  Navy 
Munitions  Board  respecting  the  military  importance  of  this  research 
as  well  as  from  the  representatives  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
under  which  the  experiments  relating  to  rubber  production  are  to  be 
carried  on.  The  budget  estimate  breaks  down  into  two  separate  parts 
under  which  $170,000  is  to  be  spent  for  investigations  to  develop 
domestic  sources  of  natural  rubber  from  guayule  and  other  rubber 
plants  and  $179,000  for  investigations  of  improved  methods  for 
extracting  and  processing  rubber  from  such  plants.  In  view  of  the 
high  security  rating  of  this  item  and  of  the  character  of  the  testimony 
supporting  it,  the  committee  felt  it  would  not  be  justified  in  making 
any  reduction  under  the  budget  estimate  and  has  therefore  provided 
the  full  amount. 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA 

The  bill  carries  this  year,  for  the  first  time,  a  special  appropriation  . 
for  research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska.  This  Territory  has 
come  to  occupy  a  very  important  place  in  the  national  establishment. 
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It  is  now,  and  may  for  some  time  continue  to  be,  an  important  link 
in  the  chain  of  our  national  security. 

The  committee' had  the  benefit  of  the  testimony  of  witnesses  repre¬ 
senting  the  Secretary  of  War.  They  reported  that  the  Army  pro¬ 
curements  of  the  products  of  Alaska  farms  amount  to  but  6.35  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Army’s  total  procurements,  for  use  in  Alaska,  of  the  same 
products.  Such  commodities,  when  obtained  from  the  States  or  other 
outside  points  are  laid  down  in  Alaska  at  materially  increased  costs 
and  with  appreciable  losses  in  the  nutritional  quality  of  many  of  the 
products.  These  factors  seriously  affect  the  well-being  of  the  military 
personnel,  and  in  the  case  of  a  great  national  emergency  might  well 
constitute  a  disastrous  defect  in  logistics.  The  committee  believes 
that  the  importance  of  the  availability  of  locally  produced  food  and 
feed  supplies  for  any  military  force  is  obvious. 

It  is  reliably  reported  to  the  committee  that  a  very  substantial 
number  of  veterans  have  already  gone  to  Alaska  and  that  many  more 
will  do  so  in  the  years  immediately  ahead.  Most  of  these  have  gone  to 
Alaska  with  the  view  of  taking  up  farming.  They  will  need  the 
guidance  which  can  be  supplied  only  as  the  residt  of  carefid  research. 

The  group  of  Department  of  Agriculture  research  scientists  which 
this  committee  -sent  to  Alaska  last  summer  for  the  purpose  of  a 
reconnaissance  survey  of  the  need  for  agricultural  research  in  that 
Territory  has  submitted  what  is  probably  the  most  comprehensive 
report  ever  made  (see  hearings,  pp.  1833  et  seq.)  of  the  possibilities  of 
Alaska  agriculture  and  the  many  complex  problems  relating  thereto. 

The  committee  is  impressed  with  the  importance  of  a  program  of 
agricultural  research  in  that  Territory  of  far  greater  scope  than  has 
heretofore  been  conducted  under  the  comparatively  modest  Federal 
grants  to  the  Territorial  land-grant  college.  It  is  the  firm  conviction 
of  the  committee  that  the  national  aspects  of  this  problem  indicate 
that,  for  some  years  ahead,  all  agricultural  research  in  the  Territory 
should  be  carried  on  as  a  single  integrated  progi-am  under  the  sole 
administration  and  authority  of  the  Federal  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
who  is  directly  responsible  to  the  Congress.  The  problem  presented 
is  of  such  grave  national  import  that  the  integration  suggested  above 
becomes  an  imperative  necessity. 

To  that  end,  the  bill  includes  a  single  appropriaton  of  $144,940 
for  research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska  (see  p.  18  of  the  bill). 
This  sum  includes  the  amounts  which  otherwise  would  have  been 
appropriated  .for  the  Territorial  experiment  station  under  the  Hatch, 
Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bankhead-Jones  Acts.  In  addition,  there  is 
being  made  available  the  allotment  to  which  the  Territory  would  be 
entitled  under  the  appropriation  to  carry  out  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act,  approximating  $12,000.  The  bill  provides  that  the 
Territorial  appropriations  for  the  experiment  station,  together  with 
all  lands,  buildings,  equipment,  and  products  now  under  the  control 
of  the  station,  shall  be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  by  him  used  to  carry  out  the  program.  Should  the  sale  of  pro¬ 
ducts,  the  receipts  from  which  are  returned  to  the  appropriation, 
equal  that  of  several  recent  years,  the  total  of  funds  available  for  this 
work  in  1948  will  be  somewhat  in  excess  of  $200,000 — more  than 
double  what  it  has  been  heretofore. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  take  over  the  station  with  a  view 
to  continuing,  so  far  as  consonant  with  the  over-all  integrated  pro- 
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gram,  the  several  lines  of  research  in  existence  at  the  time  of  taking 
over.  He  will  so  plan  and  conduct  the  program  provided  for  in  the 
accompanying  bill  as  to  embrace,  among  others,  projects  suitable  for 
carrying  on  under  the  regular  land-grant  college  appropriations  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bankhead-Jones  Acts;  so  that 
when  the  operation  of  the  station  is  returned  to  the  university,  there 
will  be  possible  an  uninterrupted  continuity  of  land-grant  college 
research.  The  Secretaiy,  during  the  period  of  his  operations,  will 
preserve  and  continue  such  mutually  beneficial  relations  between  the 
station  and  the  university,  such  as  the  cooperative  exchange  of  per¬ 
sonnel  and  other  facilities,  as,  in  his  judgment,  will  facilitate  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  strong  research  program.  In  the  sale  of  farm  products 
I’esulting  from  research,  he  will  give  the  university  priority  of  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  purchase,  and  upon  terms  deemed  by  him  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  in  the  premises. 

It  is  expected  that  the  Terri toiy  of  Alaska  will  continue  to  make 
appropriations  for  the  prosecution  of  the  integrated  program  under  ■ 
the  Federal  management  set  np  in  the  bill  to  the  same  extent  such  I 
appropriations  would  be  made  under  Territorial  management  of  the  I 
station.  ‘ 

It  is  contemplated  that  the  time  will  come  when  the  Congress  will 
determine  that  its  interest  in  and  responsibility  for  agricultural 
research  in  Alaska  may  be  adequately  discharged  through  the  making 
of  annual  grants  under  the  acts  above  referred  to,  at  which  time  the 
program  will  revert  to  its  former  status  of  control  and  administration 
by  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  all  lands,  buildings,  equipmeijt,  ma¬ 
chinery,  livestock,  and  products  used  in  such  research  will  revert  to 
their  original  status. 

Beginning  with  the  fiscal  year  1934,  agricultural  research  in  Alaska 
has  been  carried  on  exclusively  by  the  Territorial  experiment  station 
under  the  University  of  Alaska  from  grants  made  to  such  station 
under  the  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bankhead-Jones  Acts,  together 
with  funds  which  have  been  appropriated  by  the  Territorial  Legisla¬ 
ture.  Including  the  annual  Federal  appropriation  of  $15,000,  first 
made  for  the  fiscal  year  1931,  the  total  of  funds  available  for  work 
by  the  experiment  station  from  1931  up  to  and  including  the  fiscal 
year  1945  is  as  follows: 


Federal  appropriations _  $343,  641.  50 

Territorial  appropriations _  62,  000.  00 

Proceeds  from  sale  of  products _  168,  599.  20 


Total _  574,  240.  70 


Previous  to  the  time  covered  in  the  foregoing  table,  the  Federal 
Department  of  Agriculture  had  for  many  years  conducted  agricultural 
research  in  a  small  way  at  various  points  in  Alaska.  In  the  appropri- 
tion  act  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1933,  appropriations  for  Federal  operation  of  research  in 
Ala,ska  were  discontinued.  Under  the  authority  contained  in  said  act, 
which  was  reported  out  by  this  committee,  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  transferred  to  the  University  of  Alaska  title  to  the  lands  compris¬ 
ing  the  exi)eriment  station,  together  with  the  buildings  thereon.  It 
is  these  lands,  originally  belonging  to  the  Government  and  later 
donated  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  plus  such  lands,  if  any,  whicli  may 
since  have  been  added  thereto,  which  the  accompanying  bill  makes 
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available  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  carrying  out 
the  emergency  program  of  research  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  divest  the  university  or  the 
experiment  station  of  the  title  to  the  lands  or  other  properties  which 
are  to  be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  When  the 
time,  referred  to  above,  arrives  that  the  Congress  shall  deem  its 
responsibility  for  agricidtural  research  in  Alaska  will  be  adequately 
discharged  through  the  regular  Federal  grants  to  the  Territorial 
university,  the  Federal  administration  of  the  program  will  be  with¬ 
drawn  and  that  of  the  university  authorities  will  be  restored.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  the  station  will  then  be  returned  to 
normal  Territorial  operation  as  a  vastly  improved  set-up,  which  will 
redound  greatly  to  the  benefit  of  Alaskan  agriculture  and  to  the  en¬ 
hancement  of  the  prestige  of  the  university  and  the  experiment 
station. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

The  budget  estimate  of  $7,206,208  for  payments  to  States  and 
Territories  is  in  the  same  amount  as  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  The 
committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  estimate  with  the  excep- 
'  tion  of  $44,940,  which  is  estimated  for  payment  to  Alaska.  This 
amount  has  been  included  in  the  total  appropriated  for  research  on 
agricultural  problems  of  Alaska  heretofore  mentioned  (see  immediately 
above) .  The  budget  estimate  of  $2 1 1 ,000  for  administration  of  grants 
and  coordination  of  research  wdth  States  has  been  allowed.  This 
f  represents  an  increase  of  $17,000  above  the  1947  appropriation,  of 
I  which  $14,000  is  to  enable  the  office  to  overcome  a  backlog  in  publica- 
I  tions  work  and  $3,000  is  on  account  of  within-grade  salary  advance- 
i  ments. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Rico. — The  committee  has  al- 
!  lowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $114,700,  which  is  a  decrease  of  $62,500 
i  represented  by  a  nonrecurring  item  included  in  the  act  for  last  year 
I  to  cover  the  cost  of  construction  of  improvements  at  the  station. 

I  BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

I 

'  The  following  budget  estimates  have  been  approved,  namely: 

1  Animal  husbandry,  $1,305,500,  an  increase  of  $169,000  above  the 
I  current  appropriation;  diseases  of  animals,  $1,045,000,  representing 
I  an  increase  of  $45,000  over  1947,  and  eradicating  tuberculosis  and 
I  Bang’s  disease,  $6,750,000,  the  amount  of  the  current  appropriation. 

I  The  budget  estimate  of  $1,340,000  for  Inspection  and  Quarantine 
i  has  been  cut  in  the  sum  of  $114,803,  of  which  $81,806  is  applicable 
I  to  the  project  for  control  of  interstate  shipment  of  livestock  for  the 
i  purpose  of  preventmg  the  spread  of  communicable  diseases  and  $32,997 
'  to  the  project  for  supervision  of  the  importation  of  hides,  forage,  etc. 

!  The  budget  estimate  of  $340,000  for  the  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act  has 
I  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $50,000.  In  the  view  of  the  committee, 

I  the  various  serums  have  become  fairly  well  standardized  and  do  not 
I  now  require  the  measure  of  supervision  and  control  as  formerly. 

;  Meat  inspection. — The  budget  carries  an  estimate  of  $11,140,000  for 
!  meat  inspection,  which  is  an  increase  of  $740,000  above  1947,  of  which 
$240,000  is  for  within-grade  salary  advancements  and  $500,000  is  for 
additional  veterinarians  and  lay  inspectors.  The  dispersion  of  the 
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meat-packing  industry  to  many  smaller  plants  in  outlying  cities  and 
towns  has  in  recent  years  occasioned  the  necessity  for  increases  in  the 
number  of  veterinarians  and  lay  inspectors.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
similar  inspection  service  which  has  for  a  number  of  years  been  pro¬ 
vided  to  plants  packing  seafood  products  is  now  being  paid  for  in  full 
by  the  packers  and  since  it  has  long  been  believed  that  the  cost  of 
meat  inspection  should  be  borne  by  the  product  through  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  fees  against  the  packers  measured  by  the  amount  and  the  cost 
of  services  received,  the  committee  has  included  legislation  which  will 
require  hereafter  that  the  packers  of  meat  products  pay  fees  in  amounts 
requisite  to  cover  the  cost  of  the  service  rendered  and  has  established 
and  appropriated  a  revolving  fund  of  $5,000,000,  which  is  a  reduction 
of  $6,140,000  under  the  budget  estimate.  If  the  committee’s  recom¬ 
mendations  receive  the  approval  of  the  Congress,  the  meat  inspection 
appropriation  will  disappear  from  the  bill  and  the  annual  pressure  for 
increasing  this  appropriation  to  meet  the  increasing  needs  will  no 
longer  be  present  for  the  reason  that  such  increasing  needs  will  auto¬ 
matically  be  cared  for  through  the  increased  fees  collected. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  budget  estimate  of  $1,136,000  which  is  an  increase  of  $142,188 
above  the  current  appropriation  has  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of 
$125,000  to  be  applied  as  follows:  To  the  investigations  of  the  influence 
of  breeding,  feeding,  and  management  practices  on  efficiency  of  pro¬ 
duction,  $75,000;  to  the  investigations  of  the  nutritional  and  other 
physiological  factors  affecting  the  usefulness  of  dairy  cattle,  $25,000, 
and  to  the  investigations  of  milk  and  milk  products,  $25,000. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,784,000,  an 
increase  of  $120,700  above  the  current  amount  for  investigations  of 
field  crops,  and  has  also  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,445,000, 
an  increase  above  the  current  amount  of  $199,700,  for  investigations 
of  fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops. 

Forest  diseases. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the 
budget  estimate  of  $440,000  for  forest  diseases  with  the  exception  of 
$80,720  allotted  for  work  on  diseases  of  young  natural  stands  and 
plantings  (including  white  pine  blister  rust,  chestnut  blight,  and  rust 
of  southern  pines). 

Agricultural  engineering. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $637,000.  This  includes  a  decrease 
of  $37,300  by  reason  of  a  nonrecurring  1947  item  for  repair  of  the 
physical  facilities  at  field  stations  and  an  increase  in  the  same  amount 
of  which  $30,000  is  for  increased  field  labor  costs  and  $7,300  for  within- 
grade  salary  advancements. 

National  Arboretum.  —The  budget  includes  $761,000  for  the  National 
Arboretum,  which  is  an  increase  of  $675,100  above  the  current  appro¬ 
priation.  The  committee  has  allowed  $350,000  of  this  increase  for  the 
purchase  of  six  tracts  of  land  needed  for  an  entranceway  and  to  round 
out  the  natural  boundaries  of  the  Arboretum,  and  $1,000  for  within- 
grade  salary  promotions.  The  options  for  the  purchase  of  these 
tracts  will  expire  July  31.  If  not  taken  up  now  they  cannot  be  secured 
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subsequently  except  at  very  great  advanced  cost.  The  remaining 
increases  relating  to  the  preparation  of  plans  for  a  development  pro¬ 
gram,  the  construction  of  needed  roads  and  the  installation  of  utility 
systems  have  been  disallowed. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Insect  investigations.— The  budget  estimate  for  insect  investigations 
is  in  the  sum  of  $3,150,000,  which  represents  an  increase  of  $200,500 
above  1947.  Without  reference  to  the  several  items  of  increase  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  budget,  the  committee  has  made  a  total  reduction  of 
$188,700  as  follows:  The  budget  estimate  of  $182,100  for  insects 
affecting  man  and  animals  has  been  cut  back  to  $100,000;  the  estimate 
of  $158,200  for  identification  and  classification  of  insects  has  been 
cut  back  to  $100,000;  and  the  estimate  of  $222,900  has  been  cut  back 
to  $175,000. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control. — The  budget  estimate  for  insect 
and  plant  disease  control  is  $3,467,000,  which  is  an  increase  of  $1 15,400 
above  the  current  appropriation.  The  action  by  the  committee  on 
this  item  is  as  follows:  It  has  eliminated  entirely  the  allotments  for 
Dutch  elm  disease  control  with  the  exception  of  $51,800  for  work  to 
determine  action  to  be  taken  by  cooperating  agencies  to  protect  elm 
trees  in  areas  of  general  infection.  The  items  ehminated  are:  Identi¬ 
fication  of  infected  trees  $27,700;  quarantine  enforcement  $42,400, 
and  surveys  to  determine  the  areas  where  the  disease  occurs  as  a  basis 
for  quarantine  enforcement  $119,800,  making,  in  all,  a  total  induction 
of  $269,900  under  the  Dutch  elm  project.  The  testimony  presented 
to  the  committee  was  to  the  effect  that  State  contributions  for  this 
work  are  falling  off,  evidencing  a  diminishing  hope  for  ultimate  control 
of  this  disease.  The  item  for  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil 
control  for  which  the  budget  allotment  is  $999,000,  has  been  reduced 
in  the  sum  of  $500,000.  The  committee  reduction  includes  complete 
elimination  of  work  in  wild  cotton  in  Florida  with  discretion  left  to 
the  Department  to  apply  the  remaining  portion  of  the  cut  among  the 
several  projects. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines.- — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,000,000  for  foreign  plant  quaran¬ 
tines,  ■which  represents  an  increase  of  $258,000  over  1947.  This 
increase  is  due  primarilj^  to  the  increasing  number  of  airplane  arrivals 
from  foreign  points,  particularly  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  'which 
constitute  serious  danger  areas.  The  committee  believes  that  it 
would  be  proper  for  the  cost  of  these  quarantine  inspections  to  be  met 
from  fees  collected  from  the  air  lines  or  other  carriers  bringing  pas¬ 
sengers  or  cargo  from  any  foreign  point  necessitating  the  quarantine 
and  inspectimi  measures  appropriated  for  under  this  item.  It  is 
e.xpected  the  Department  will  give  some«tudy  to  this  plan  during  the 
coming  year  with  a  view  of  reporting  its  recommendations  with 
respect  thereto  in  connection  with  the  1949  budget. 

Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases. — The 
budget  has  estimated  for  this  item  the  same  amount  as  was  provided 
for  1947,  namely,  $2,800,000.  This  is  primarily  an  emergency  item 
and  the  total  amount  needed  and  the  several  subamounts  for  the 
various  potential  insect  emergencies  is  largely  a  matter  of  speculation. 
As  a  result  the  budget  break-dowm  shows  a  total  of  $1,382,500  reserved 
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for  allotment.  The  budget  allotments  include,  for  the  white  fringed 
beetle  control,  $848,500;  for  pear  psylla  control,  $495,000;  and  for 
Hall  scale  eradication,  $74,000,  the  balance  of  the  fund  being  unal¬ 
lotted.  Advices  received  by  the  committee  indicate  the  allotment 
for  pear  psylla  control  can  be  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $250,000.  The 
committee  has  made  such  reduction  together  with  an  additional  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $500,000  from  the  unallotted  portion,  or  a  total  reduction  for 
the  item  of  $750,000,  leaving  an  appropriation  of  $2,080,000. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 

The  budget  estimate  of  $5,664,050  for  all  activities  under  the 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry  is  in  the  same  amount 
as  for  the  current  fiscal  year  with  the  exception  of  one  increase  of 
$80,000  under  the  regional  research  laboratories  for  within-grade  salary 
advancements.  The  committee  was  impressed  with  the  excellence  of 
the  work  performed  and  the  importance  of  the  results  attained  by  the 
researches  carried  on  under  this  bureau.  It  has  approved  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  for  each  of  the  several  items. 

BUREAU' OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate 
of  $]  ,045,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Econom¬ 
ics.  This  represents  an  increase  of  $25,000  for  the  preparation  of 
materials  to  promote  the  prompt  dissemination  and  the  application 
of  results  of  timely  scientific  investigations  in  human  nutrition  and 
home  economics.  The  committee  is  impressc'd  with  the.  achievements 
of  this  Bureau.  Whereas,  the  total  annual  expenditures  for  research 
under  the  Department  approximate  $30,000,000,  it  is  notable  that 
most  of  the  research  relates  to  such  items  as  the  breeding  and  feeding 
of  lietter  hogs  and  other  livestock  and  bi’ec'ding  and  cultural  investi¬ 
gations  relating  to  the  crops  grown  iii  the  field,  h'aving  but  $1,000,000 
for  the  improvement  of  the  living  conditions  in  the  farmer’s  home 
where,  after  all  is  said  and  done,  it  is  quite  genei-ally  agreed,  the 
Nation’s  greatest  crop — that  of  human  beings — is  produced.  The 
woiE  of  this  BuT-('au  seems  to  be  in  excellent  hands,  and  it  is  appar¬ 
ently  maintain  effective'  contacts  with  the  women  and  women’s 
national  organizations  devoted  to  the  improvement  of  the'  American 
home.  The  committe'e  had  the  benefit  of  the  very  excellent  and  con¬ 
vincing  testimony  of  the  representatives  of  the  organizations  referred 
to.  It  should  be  stated  that  many  of  the  results  of  the  research  by 
this  Bureau  n'dound  to  the  benefit  of  homes  in  the  city  as  well  as  to 
those  on  the  faian. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER-RUST  CONTROL 

The  budget  estimate  of  $4,000,000  for  white  pine  blister-rust  control 
represents  a  decrease  of  $2,000,000  under  the  amount  appropriated 
for  1947.  The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  decrease  and  has 
imposed  an  additional  reduction  of  $250,000  on  the  project  for  leader¬ 
ship,  coordination,  and  technical  direction  by  the  Bureau  of  Ento- 
mology  and  Plant  Quarantine.  It  is  tlie  belief  of  the  committee  that 
over  the  years  an  adequate  knowledge  of  the  techniques  in  the  control 
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of  white  pine  blister  rust  have  been  rather  fully  developed  and  that  the 
estimated  amount  for  guidance  and  leadership  is  extraordinarily  large. 
For  this  reason  it  was  reduced. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Appropriations  for  flood  control  are  made  available  until  expended, 
the  result  being  that  for  each  year’s  direct  appropriation  there  usually 
comes  over  from  the  former  year  certain  unexpended  balances.  In¬ 
telligent  consideration  of  the  funds  provided  must  therefore  be  on  the 
basis  of  total  funds  available  rather  than  on  a  total  appropriated  for 
the  respective  years.  On  that  basis  the  amount  for  flood  control 
for  the  fiscal  year  1947  was  $3,500,000  and  the  amount  available  for 
obligation  for  1948  is  estimated  to  be  $2,500,619.  This  represents  a 
reduction  under  the  current  year  of  $999,381.  The  appropriation 
required  to  be  made  and  for  which  a  budget  estimate  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  is  $500,000,  This  amount  has  been  allowed  by  the  committee 
and  is  included  in  the  accompanying  bill.  The  carry-over  from  1947 
amounts  to  $2,019,619.  Of  the  total  funds  available,  $11,000  will  be 
transferred  to  “Salaries  and  expenses.  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,”  and  $8,000  to  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  leaving  the  $2,500,619 
above-mentioned  available  for  obligation  during  the  1948  program. 
It  was  disclosed  at  the  hearings  that  in  former  years  some  of  the  ex¬ 
penditures  have  not  been  applied  to  the  particular  projects  set  up  in 
the  break-downs  presented  in  the  Department’s  justification  notes. 
The  con  iiuttcf'  disapproves  of  the  practice  of  indulging  in  any  such 
departures  and  expects  that  hereafter  expenditures  of  unobligated 
funds,  whether  appropriated  this  year  or  whether  carried  over  from 
previous  fiscal  years,  shall  be  in  compliance  with  the  project  break¬ 
downs  presented  to  the  committee. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

General  administrative  expenses.- — The  budget  estimate  of  $682,000 
for  general  administrative  expenses  of  the  Forest  Service  has  been 
reduced  to  $650,000.  The  committee  has  the  impression  that  this 
activity  is  overstaffed  at  the  top  and  that  the  small  cut  of  $32,000  can 
be  applied  without  injury  to  the  service  in  the  forests  themselves. 
This  cut  is  predicated  in  part  upon  the  reductions  ordered  by  the 
committee  throughout  the  Department  in  public  relations  and  pub¬ 
licity  activities.  The  committee  believes  that  work  of  this  kind  is 
over  emphasized  in  the  Forest  Service  and  can  well  be  reduced. 

National  forest  protection  and  management. — This  appropriation  is 
for  the  care  and  administration  of  the  national  domain  of  forest  lands. 
The  budget  estimate  of  $25,310,000  for  costs  of  ad.ministration  of 
these  lands  has  been  reduced  in  the  total  sum  of  $1,545,109.  The 
project  for  general  management  and  operation,  to  which  the  budget 
has  allowed  $7,082,169,  has  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $500,000.  A 
very  large  percentage  of  this  allotment  is  represented  by  office  work, 
which  the  committee  believes  is  overemphasized.  Relatively,  the 
reduction  is  not  very  drastic  and  should  not  result  in  any  injury  to 
the  forests  themselves  or  their  maintenance.  The  budget  allotment 
of  $2,675,276  for  the  maintenance  of  improvements  other  than  roads 
and  trails  has  been  cut  in  the  su.m  of  $100,000.  The  forest-fire-control 
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allotment  of  $7,154,877  has  not  been  reduced.  The  committee  was 
much  impressed  with  the  testimony  of  the  Chief  of  the  United  States 
Weather  Bureau  respecting  the  use  of  radar  in  connection  with  the 
location  and  determination  of  direction  of  thunderstorms.  Since  a 
large  percentage  of  forest  fires  originate  fro.m  lightning  during  thunder¬ 
storms,  it  is  believed  that  the  use  of  radar  equipment  can  be  veiy 
helpful  in  reducing  the  losses  fro.m  storm-induced  forest  fires  since 
the  warning  of  the  existence  and  the  path  of  such  storms  would 
enable  the  Forest  Service  to  make  preparatory  moves  to  care  for  the 
many  fires  resulting.  The  Weather  Bureau  indicated  it  is  installing 
radar  equipment  in  general  agricultural  regions,  particularly  in  the 
Middle  West  where  tornadoes  are  of  frequent  occurrence,  as  rapidly 
as  such  equip.ment  can  be  obtained  fro.tn  Ar.my  surplus  or  other 
sources.  The  Weather  Bureau  is  aware  of  its  possibilities  where 
located  in  forest  areas  and  has  in  .mind  the  establishment  of  radar 
equipment  in  such  areas  at  an  early  date.  The  budget  allotment  of 
$3,915,166  for  timber  and  forest  products  sales  has  been  reduced  by 
$600,000.  This  reduction,  however,  is  not  designed  to  interfere  with 
the  reforestation  program.  The  allotment  of  $162,813  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  wildlife  resources  in  the  forests  has  been  eli.minated  entirely. 
It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  committee  to  eliminate  the  function  relat¬ 
ing  to  wildlife  resources.  It  believes,  however,  that  the  function  can 
be  cared  for  out  of  other  general  items.  There  is  also  the  possibility 
of  eli.mination  of  what  the  co.mmittee  believes  .may  be  duplication  in 
this  field  of  work  now  being  carried  on  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  of  the  Interior  Depart.ment  and  similar  services  of  the  States. 
The  committee  has  not  reduced  the  allotment  of  $1,966,291  for  the 
reforestation  and  revegetation  of  denuded  forest  areas.  It  wishes  to 
point  out,  however,  that  this  work  very  closely  parallels  similar  work 
now  carried  on  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  believes  the 
Department  should  give  it  careful  attention  with  a  view  to  preventing 
or  eliminating  any  duplication  which  may  exist. 

Forest  and  range  ma7iagement  investigations. — The  committee  has 
approved  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  allotment  of  $1,309,461  for 
experimental  forests  and  ranges.  This  will  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  the  service  experimental  stations,  many  of  which  were 
established  under  last  year’s  allotment,  which  was  approximately 
three  times  the  allotment  for  this  purpose  for  the  fiscal  year  1946. 
The  committee  has  not  deemed  it  wise  to  further  expand  this  program 
of  establishing  experimental  forests  at  this  time  and  has  confined  itself 
to  providing  the  necessary  amount  to  continue  those  stations  already 
in  operation.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  budget  allotment  of 
$762,731,  for  forest  management,  by  $200,000.  The  committee  has 
been  impressed  with  the  repeated  references  over  the  years  to  the 
forests  as  one  of  the  Nation’s  most  important  agricultural  crops. 
Last  year  and  again  this  year  the  committee  has  had  tables  inserted 
in  the  record  (see  pp.  99-100  of  pt.  2  of  the  hearings)  showing  the  dis¬ 
proportionately  small  percentage  of  State  experiment  stations’  funds 
devoted  to  research  in  connection  with  this  important  crop.  The  table 
cited  shows  that,  whereas  forest  crops  comprise  11.8  percent  of  the 
value  of  all  agricultural  crops,  the  State  experiment  stations  have 
devoted  only  0.99  percent  of  their  total  expenditures  to  research  in 
connection  with  forest  crops.  The  committee  believes  the  obligation 
of  the  States  to  devote  their  experiment-station  funds  to  ]-('search  in 
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forestry  is  as  great  as  their  obligation  with  respect  to  research  on  other 
farm  crops.  The  existing  trend  to  throw  almost  the  entire  burden  of 
research  on  forest  crops  upon  the  Federal  Government  should,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee,  be  halted  or  at  least  slowed  down  and  the 
States  should  be  required  to  assume  a  more  proportionate  share  of 
this  responsibility.  The  committee  intends  to  follow  this  matter  up 
from  year  to  year  and  if  the  State  experiment  stations  show  no  inclina¬ 
tion  to  meet  their  responsibilities  in  this  field,  the  committee  vill 
consider  what  means  may  exist  to  require  it. 

Forest  products. — The  budget  estimate  of  $1,555,000  for  forest 
products  research  has  been  reduced  to  $1,000,000.  The  work  of  the 
Forest  Products  Laboratory  at  Madison,  Wis.,  has  never  enjoyed  the 
high  esteem  of  the  committee  or  of  the  Congress.  Much  of  the  work 
pursued  at  this  laboratoiy  is  academic  or  visionary  in  character  and 
has  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  given  practical  results 
consonant  with  the  vast  sums  which  have  been  applied  over  the  years. 
The  committee  believes  that  the  $1,000,000  allowed  will  be  ample  for 
the  carrying  on  of  all  research  which  may  be  worth  while. 

Forest  resources  investigations. — The  budget  estimate,  of  $1,072,000 
for  forest  resources  investigations  has  been  reduced  by  $500,000. 
Here  again,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  the  work  is  largely  aca¬ 
demic  and  lacks  in  real  practical  vahie.  The  amount  allowed  is  more 
than  twice  that  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1946  and  man}’"  years 
previous  thereto.  It  should  be  ample  to  permit  the  carrying  on  of  all 
the  work  which  has  practical  value. 

Forest  fire  cooperation. — The  committee  has  approved  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $9,000,000  for  forest  fire  coopera¬ 
tion.  This  is  in  full  amount  of  the  authorization.  The  work  done 
under  this  appropriation  and  its  value  to  the  forests  is,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  committee,  not  excelled  by  any  other  activity  in  the  Forest 
Service. 

Farm  and  other  private  forestry  cooperation.' — The  committee  has 
allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $809,500.  This  is 
another  item  which  stands  high  in  the  esteem  of  the  committee.  It 
is  carrying  the  work  direct  to  the  farm  and  is  resulting  in  additional 
dollars  in  the  farmers’  pocket  as  well  as  improvement  in  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  the  soils  of  the  farms. 

Acquisition  of  lands  in  national  forest. — The  budget  of  $1,000,000 
for  acquisition  of  forest  lands  has  been  reduced  to  $500,000.  The  bill 
provides  that  the  money  shall  be  available  only  for  payment  for  lands 
purchased.  The  committee  believes  that  the  general  administrative 
funds  of  the  Forest  Service  are  available,  and  will  be  ample,  to  cover 
the  salaries  and  expenses  incidental  to  the  relatively  small  purchase 
program  provided  by  the  bill. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

The  appropriation  for  Forest  Roads  and  Trails  is  divided  into  two 
parts,  namely  (1)  forest  highways,  or  public  highways  through  the 
national  forests  and  (2)  forest-development  roads,  which  are  for  access 
roads  leading  into  the  forests.  The  budget  estimate  for  forest  high- 
I  ways  is  in  the  sum  of  $11,300,000,  which  the  committee  has  reduced 
I  to  $5,300,000,  which  is  a  reduction  under  the  budget  of  $6,000,000. 

;  The  Federal  Highways  Act  of  1944  authorizes  $25,000,000  for  forest 
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highways  for  each  of  the  three  postwar  fiscal  years.  There  has  already 
been  appropriated  $4,500,000  of  the  authorization  for  the  first  post¬ 
war  fiscal  year  which  ended  on  June  30,  1946.  The  budget  estimate  of 
$11,300,000  will  still  be  substantially  below  the  total  amount  author¬ 
ized  for  the  fiscal  year  which  ended  2  years  previous  to  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  being  made  in  this  bill.  Ap¬ 
parently  the  needs  ami  the  availability  of  material  and  labor  pre¬ 
cluded  the  possibility  of  living  up  to  the  statutory  authorization. 
The  committee  believes  that  in  this  period  of  high  cost  of  construction 
a  very  limited  program  should  be  undertaken  and  it  has  therefore  made 
the  cut  above  indicated.  A  similar  philosphy  would,  of  course,  apply 
to  forest-development  roads.  However,  in  view  of  the  need  for  these 
roads  to  open  up  additional  timber  supplies  which  will  ])e  in  great 
demand  if  and  when  the  building  revival  gets  under  way,  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  reduced  the  budget  estimate  of  $12,500,000  to  $10,000,000. 
The  committee  feels  assured  that  the  sums  provided  under  the  general 
head  of  forest  roads  and  trails  will  be  all  that  can  be  prudently  ex¬ 
pended  in  the  next  fiscal  year. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Research,. — The  budget  estimate  for  soil-conservation  research  is  in 
the  sum  of  $1,423,000,  br  ng  in  the  same  amount  as  for  1947.  This 
research  has  been  going  on  for  a  period  of  almost  20  years  under  which 
contour  planting  and  cultivation,  terracing,  and  various  other  soil- 
conserving  and  erosion-preventing  devices  have  been  worked  out. 
The  committee  believes  that  a  great  many  of  the  problems  attacked 
by  this  service  in  the  beginning  have  been  solved;  the  farmers  have* 
been  instructed  in  putting  them  into  practice,  and  a  substantial 
reduction  in  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  can  be  effected  without 
harm  to  the  cause  of  soil  conservation.  It  has  therefore  imposed  a 
cut  of  $750,000  under  the  budget  estimate  leaving  for  this  purpose  a 
total  of  $673,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations. — The  budget  estimate  of  $43,437,000, 
for  soil  conservation  operations  is  double  the  amount  appropriated  for 
the  same  purpose  10  years  ago.  Here  again  the  committee  believes 
that  some  reduction  can  be  effected  without  damage  to  the  cause  of 
conservation  of  the  soil  and  has  imposed  a  cut  of  $5,437,000,  with 
the  restriction  that  no  par:  of  the  cut  shall  be  applied  to  the  project 
for  the  operation  of  conservation  nurseries.  This  appropriation  is 
expended  ])rimarily  in  the  form  of  technical  advice  and  assistance 
rendered  to  the  various  State  soil  conservation  districts.  As  the 
number  of  such  districts  have  increased  year  by  year  with  the  accom¬ 
panying  request  for  technical  advice,  this  appropriation  has  experi¬ 
enced  a  parallel  growth.  The  committee  believes  that  many  of  the 
soil  conservation  districts  which  have  been  in  existence  a  number  of 
years  will  he  able  to  get  along  with  materially  reduced  technical 
assistance  and  advice.  The  advice  and  assistance  given  in  the  initial 
years  of  these  districts  ought  not  to  require  repetition  year  after  year, 
certainly  not  to  the  degree  such  advice  was  needed  in  the  beginning. 
The  committee  believes  that  the  cut  imposed  can  be  so  distributed 
by  the  Department  that  no  harm  will  come  to  the  work  in  any  of  the 
districts. 

^  The  report  already  points  out  in  connection  with  the  item  for 
Extension  Service  that  the  large  field  forces  for  extension  service,  the 
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Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  Farmers  Home  Administration,  all 
of  whom  are  engaged  in  related  activities,  might  well  be  consolidated 
in  the  interest  of  economy.  This  is  a  matter  which  should  have 
immediate  attention  by  the  legislative  committee  on  agriculture  be¬ 
cause  the  suggested  consolidation  would  be  fruitful  of  greater  efficiency 
and  economy. 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  PAYMENTS 

For  the  fiscal  year  1948  there  was  before  the  committee  a  request 
for  $301,720,000  with  which  to  carry  on  the  so-called  agricultural 
adjustment  program,  better-styled  conservation  and  use  payments 
under  the  administration  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion.  For  the  fiscal  year  1947  there  was  available  for  this  purpose 
$314,246,000.  For  1948  the  request  calls  for  a  direct  appropriation  of 
$201,720,000  and  the  transfer  of  $100,000,000  from  section  32  funds, 
making  a  total  of  $301,720,000. 

Of  this  amount  roughly  $267,000,000  is  disbursed  to  farmers  in  the 
form  of  cash  payments  and  advances  for  soil-conservation  materials 
and  the  balance,  aggregating  about  $34,000,000,  is  devoted  to  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  at  national.  State,  and  local  levels. 

The  field  expense  at  the  county  level  for  administering  this  program 
totals  about  $24,500,000  and  embraces  the  per  diem  services  of  9,087 
county  committeemen  and  97,663  community  committeemen. 

For  National  and  State  administrative  purposes  the  cost  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  $9,095,868  and  involves  the  services  of  481  persons  at  the 
departmental  level,  and  2,630  at  the  State  level. 

After  full  consideration  of  the  matter  the  committee  determined 
that  funds  for  payment  to  farmers  for  soil  conservation  practices 
should  be  reduced  by  $117,620,754,  leaving  a  balance  for  this  purpose 
of  $150,000,000  as  distinguished  from  the  $267,620,754  requested.  In 
addition  the  committee  provided  that  administrative  expenses  at  the' 
National  and  State  level  should  be  reduced  from  $9,095,868  to 
$6,000,000  and  that  expenditures  at  the  county  and  community  level 
should  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  $4,000,000.  In  addition,  a  proviso 
is  recormnended  so  that  where  unexpended  funds  are  available  from 
one  area  or  region,  these  may  within  the  discretion  of  the  Production 
and  Marketing  Administration,  be  made  generally  applicable  to  otlier 
areas  and  regions. 

In  addition,  the  committee  has  stricken  from  the  bill  the  language 
which  would  authorize  a  $200,000,000  program  for  the  crop  year  1948 
for  this  general  purpose. 

A  number  of  considerations  entered  into  the  determination  of  the 
committee  that  the  amounts  requested  for  this  purpose  be  substan¬ 
tially  reduced.  In  tho  first  place,  it  should  be  pointed  out  as  indicated 
in  the  Secretary’s  statement  that  farm  assets  of  all  kinds  exceed  by 
far  all  such  assets  for  any  time  in  the  history  of  American  agriculture. 

In  the  second  place,  the  committee  points  out  that  the  President 
has  recognized  this  fact  and  has  suggested  in  his  budget  message  tbat 
for  the  crop  year  1948  these  payments  could  be  reduced  on  the  ground 
that  many  farmers  are  in  a  position  to  carry  on  soil-conservation  w  urk 
without  a  bonus  from  the  Federal  Treasury.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  t  he 
crop  year  1947  would  be  even  better  comparatively  speaking  than  the 
crop  year  1948  and  there  is,  therefore,  no  good  reason  why  the  reduc¬ 
tion  should  not  be  undertaken  for  the  present  crop  year. 
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It  has  been  repeatedly  affirmed  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
made  commitments  to  agi’icultural  producers  for  the  crop  year  1947 
and  is,  therefore,  obligated  to  appropriate  the  requested  $301,720,000, 
but  with  this  view  the  committee  does  not  agree.  In  prior  years  the 
committee  made  it  plain  to  departmental  officials  that  the  program 
was  contingent  upon  appropriations  made  by  the  Congress  and  re¬ 
peatedly  insisted  that  this  fact  be  made  clear  to  agricultural  producers. 
The  Department  testified  that  millions  of  circulars  relating  to  the  farm 
progi’am  for  1947  were  printed  and  distributed  to  all  cooperating 
farmers  so  that  it  is  abiindantly  clear  to  all  participants  that,  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  based  upon  whatever  funds  are  made  available  for  this  purpose. 

Well-considered  expressions  of  opinion  were  placed  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  the  effect  that  soil-conservation  payments  should  be  deleted 
entirely  from  the  bill,  but  the  committee  believe  that  it  should  be 
tapered  off  beginning  in  the  present  crop  year  and  completely  elimi¬ 
nated  for  the  crop  year  1948  because  the  question  of  a  long-range 
agricultural  program  is  a  matter  which  must  be  reexamined  and 
redetermined  by  the  Legislative  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  by 
the  Congress.  - 

Perhaps,  one  other  thing  should  be  mentioned  and  that  is  that  about 
60  percint  of  all  payments  distributed  under  this  program  are  paid  to 
20  percent  of  the  Nation’s  farmers.  For  the  crop  years  1945  and  1946 
more  than  63  percent  of  all  participating  farmers  received  less  than 
$60  each,  which  amounts  to  but  22  percent  of  the  total  payments, 
whereas  20  percent  of  all  farmers  received  in  excess  of  $100,  amounting 
to  60  percent  of  the  total  payments.  This  would  seem  sufficiently 
persuasive  of  the  need  for  a  complete  reevaluation  of  this  program  in 
the  light  of  future  needs. 

In  its  deliberations  the  committee  considered  the  advisability  of 
incorporating  in  the  language  of  the  bill  a  formula  for  the  distribution 
.of  payments  under  which  such  payments  would  be  graduated  on  the 
basis  of  ability  to  conserve.  This  would  provide  a  larger  percentage 
of  the  payments  in  the  case  of  those  who  would  normally  receive  the 
smallest  payment  or  advance  and  then  be  progressively  reduced  in 
the  case  of  those  who  by  virtue  of  their  financial  ability  and  the 
stability  of  their  farming  operations  could  better  afford  to  undertake 
this  work.  This  approach,  however,  was  discarded,  and  the  matter 
of  distribution  of  payments  was  left  in  the  hands  of  those  who  ad¬ 
minister  the  program. 

SECTION  32  FUNDS 

Section  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935,  makes  a  permanent  appro- 
pilation  of  a  sum  of  money  equal  to  30  percent  of  the  customs  receipts 
of  the  calendar  year  last  previous  to  the  fiscal  year  for  which  the  ap¬ 
propriation  is  made.  Thirty  percent  of  the  customs  receipts  for  the 
calendar  year  1946  amounts  to  approximately  $148,000,000.  The 
purpose  of  the  appropriation  is  (1)  to  encourage  the  exportation  of 
agricultural  commodities  and  their  products,  (2)  to  encourage  the 
domestic  consumption  of  such  commodities  or  products  by  diverting 
them  froih  the  normal  channels  of  trade  and  commerce,  and  (3)  to 
reestablish  farmers’  purchasing  power  by  making  payments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  normal  production  of  any  agricultural  commodity  for 
domestic  consumption.  This  act  was  passed  during  the  period  of 
farm  surpluses  and  low  prices  for  farm  commodities,  with  the  view  to 
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steadying  the  market  for  such  commodities  through  the  disposition 
of  the  surpluses.  But  now,  in  a  period  of  short  production  ratlier 
than  over  production  and  of  unusually  high  prices  for  farm  products, 
there  is  no  need  for  this  appropriation  in  the  fiscal  year  1948.  The 
Budget  Bureau  proposes  the  use  of  $100,000,000  of  the  section  32 
funds  for  1948  for  the  payment  of  benefits  to  farmers  untler  the  agri¬ 
cultural  conservation  program.  The  committee  has  not  followed  the 
Budget  recommendation  respecting  the  use  of  this  fund  in  connection 
with  the  farm  program.  It  has  made  a  direct  appropriation  from  the 
Treasury  of  the  full  amount  recommended  in  the  bill  for  the  farm 
program  and  has  rescinded  the  entire  amount  of  the  permanent  ap¬ 
propriation  under  section  32  for  1948.  The  committee  wishes  to 
emphasize  that  its  action  in  rescinding  all  section  32  funds  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948  should  not  be  taken  to  mean  that  similar  action  should 
be  taken  in  future  years.  This  fund  is  intended  to  provide  relief  in 
emergent  periods  when  a  surplus  problem  exists.  It  is  always  possible 
that  such  a  condition  may  develop  in  other  years  and  that  the  fund 
may  be  genuinely  necessary  to  meet  this  problem.  That  problem, 
however,  does  not  exist  at  the  present  time  and  the  committee  enter¬ 
tains  the  conviction  that  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  these  funds  can  be 
safely  rescinded. 

SUGAR  ACT 

The  budget  has  estimated  $55,000,000  for  the  administration  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act.  This  sum  is  an  increase  of  $1,500,000 
above  the  amount  for  1947.  The  amount  allotted  for  payments  to 
sugar  producers  under  the  budget  is  $53,623,885,  the  balance  being 
allotted  for  administrative  expenses  with  the  exception  of  $4,000 
which  is  transferred  to  the  International  Production  Control  Com-, 
mittee  and  $21,750  transferred  to  the  General  Accounting  Office. 
The  amount  required  for  payments  to  sugar  producers  is  somewhat 
in  excess  of  $55,000,000,  but  since  the  latter  amount  is  the  maximum 
authorized  to  he  appropriated,  the  committee  has  approved  that 
amount  for  inclusion  in  the  bill.  However,  the  committee  has  de¬ 
cided  to  reduce  the  administrative  expense  item  by  $50,000,,  which 
will  make  that  amount  additional  for  payments  to  sugar  producers. 
It  might  be  of  interest  to  note  that  the  sugar  program  is  not  only 
self-sustaining  but  in  fact  returns  a  profit  of  $15,000,000  or  more  per 
year  to  the  Federal  Treasury. 

THE  SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM 

For  the  fiscal  year  1948  the  budget  requested  a  direct  annual  appro¬ 
priation  of  $75,000,000  for  the  school-lunch  program  under  authority 
of  Public  Law  396  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  which  was  approved 
June  4,  1946.  Under  the  provisions  of  this  act  appropriations  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  school-lunch  program  shall  be  matched 
by  the  States  on  a  1-to-l  basis  until  1950,  a  l)^-to-l  basis  from 
1950  to  1955  and  a  3-to-l  basis  after  1955.  The  act  also  provides 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  determine  what  funds  derived 
from  sources  within  the  State  may  be  included  for  matching  purposes. 

For  fiscal  year  1947  the  sum  of  $7,5,000,000  was  made  available 
for  the  program,  but  these  funds  were  secured  by  transfer  from  what 
are  commonly  known  as  section  32  funds  under  the  act  of  1935,  which 
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provides  that  30  percent  of  customs  receipts  may  be  set  aside  for 
various  purposes,  such  as  diversion  to  new  uses,  exports,  etc.,  to  meet 
the  surplus  problems  of  agriculture. 

The  committee  desires  to  make  plain  certain  considerations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  program  and  as  a  justification  for  its  reduction  of 
the  estimates  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,000,000. 

Contrary  to  the  generally  expressed  belief  that  this  is  a  program  of 
free  lunches  for  school  children,  the  testimony  is  plain  and  explicit 
that  only  one  child  out  of  every  nine  receives  a  free  meal.  Eight  out 
of  every  nine  school  children  who  participate  in  the  program  pay  the 
full  amount  of  the  school  lunch,  which  would  be  the  cost  of  lunch  minus 
the  Federal  subsidy. 

Secondly,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  this  is  no  longer  a  surplus 
program  for  here  again  the  testimony  is  abundantly  clear  that  schools 
can  purchase  whatever  foods  tliey  desire  without  regard  to  wliether 
such  foods  are  in  surplus  supply  or  not.  It  has  become  a  nutrition 
program. 

At  an  early  date,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  this  is  a  direct  cash 
subsidy  from  the  Federal  Government.  An  examination  of  the 
testimony  will  disclose  that  schools  operate  their  own  programs,  make 
their  own  purchases,  and  render  accounts  to  the  State  educational 
authority  at  the  end  of  each  month  and  are  then  reimbursed  in  cash 
from  the  funds  allotted  to  the  State  by  the  Federal  Government  and 
from  funds  derived  within  the  State. 

It  appears  that  in  the  year  1946  about  $234,000,000  was  expended 
on  this  program  in  55,000  schook-.  This  amount  was  derived  from  the 
following  sources:  the  Federal  Government  provided  $75,000,000, 
States  and  local  subdivisions  by  direct  appropriation  provided  only 
$11,500,000,  gifts  and  donations  of  money,  commodities,  and  services 
accounted  for  another  $25,000,000,  sales  of  school  lunches  provided 
$123,000,000.  An  interpretation  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of 
the  provisions  of  Public  Law  396  enables  the  States  to  include  not  only 
direct  appropriations  but  donations  and  gifts  of  all  kinds  and  also  the 
money  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches  to  the  children  for  the  purposes 
of  this  program.  The  commrttee  believes  that  while  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  does  possess  such  authority  under  the  permissive  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  School  Lunch  Act,  it  was  never  the  purpose  of  Congi-ess 
that  funds  derived  from  the  children  shoxdd  be  included  for  matching 
purposes  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there  was  an  allusion  to  this 
matter  in  the  report  which  accompanied  the  School  Lunch  Act  when 
it  was  considered  by  the  Congress.  The  committee  believes  that  the 
States  slioidd  by  direct  appropriations  match  the  money  provided  by 
the  Federal  Government  and  if  such  were  the  case  the  appropriation 
herein  would  be  reduced  to  $11,500,000.  The  committee  believes  that 
it  has  been  more  than  generous  in  including  for  matching  purposes 
funds  derived  from  gifts,  donations,  and  services  which  total  about 
$25,000,000  and  has  added  thereto  an  item  of  $10,000,000  under  the 
provisions  of  the  act  relating  to  nonfood  assistance  for  the  acquisition 
of  equipment  and  facilities.  This  woidd  total  about  $45,000,000.  In 
addition  thereto,  the  committee  has  included  a  proviso  which  definitely 
excludes  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches  for  matching  purposes 
and  also  points  out  herein  that  it  might  be  advisable  to  require  school 
authorities  to  certify  their  need  for  Federal  funds  before  they  become 
eligible  for  Federal  assistance. 
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There  is  a  considerable  body  of  opinion  to  the  effect  that  the  Federal 
Government  should  step  out  of  the  school  lunch  program  entirely  on 
the  ground  that  this  is  essentially  and  primarily  a  State  function  and 
that  the  States  can  well  afford  to  carry  on  this  program  from  their 
own  resources.  It  is  all  important  that  the  responsibility  for  the 
financing  of  this  program  should  be  shifted  back  to  the  States  as 
rapidly  as  possible,  else  many  of  the  measures  now  being  undertaken 
to  bring  the  Federal  Government  more  firmly  within  the  realm  of 
solvency  will  be  aborted.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  cost 
of  feeding  destitute  children  in  foreign  countries  falls  veiy  largely 
upon  the  United  States,  an  obligation  which  rests  100  percent  upon 
the  Federal  Treasuiy.  It  does  not  seem  too  much  to  suggest  that 
the  cost  of  school  lunches  for  the  children  of  America,  most  of  whom 
are  able  to  pay  for  them,  might  well  be  borne  by  the  States. 

.  A  recent  compilation  of  surpluses  accumulated  by  the  various  States 
indicates  that  the  State  of  California  is  presently  carrymg  a  comforta¬ 
ble  State  balance  of  $430,000,000,  Iowa,  $29,000,000,  Illinois,  $158,- 
000,000;  Mississippi,  $40,000,000;  Pennsylvania,  $234,000,000;  North 
Carolina,  $153,000,000.  Compare  these  comfortable  balances  with 
the  condition  of  the  Federal  Government  which  is  wrestling  with  a' 
staggering  load  of  debt  presently  estmated  to  be  $258,000,000,000. 
It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  this  program  presently  reaches  about 
one-fourth  of  the  eligible  schools  throughout  the  Nation  and  that  an 
extension  of  the  program  to  all  such  schools  will  in  time  cost  the  Federal 
Government  an  estimated  $600,000,000  or  more  annually.  The 
committee  is  not  unmindful  of  the  widespread  interest  in  the  school- 
lunch  program  but  the  fiscal  integrity  of  the  Federal  Government 
demands  that  it  be  kept  within  due  bounds  and  that  the  States  be 
required  to  provide  their  just  share  of  the  program. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

The  appropriations  for  marketing  services  fall  under  a  number  of 
heads.  These  items  cover  such  activities  as  the  market  news  service, 
market  inspection  of  farm  products,  marketing  farm  products, 
tobacco  acts,  freight  rates  for  farm  products,  and  the  enforcement  of  a 
number  of  regulatory  acts.  The  total  of  the  budget  estimate  for 
these  several  services  is  in  the  sum  of  $9,843,000,  which  is  a  reduction 
of  $535,072.  This  reduction  is  the  net  effect  of  relatively  small 
increases  in  most  of  the  items  and  a  decrease  of  $1,111,500  under 
marketing  farm  products  due  to  the  elimination  of  various  regulations 
and  controls,  wage  stabilization,  food,  industry  and  labor  programs 
and  other  activities  necessary  for  the  period  immediately  following 
the  war.  The  committee  has  approved  all  budget  estimates  under 
this  head,  except  as  noted  below.  Under  marketing  farm  products, 
the  committee  has  imposed  a  fmid  cut  of  $400,000,  leaving  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $1,000,000.  The  committee  believes  that  the  work  under 
this  appropriation  very  closely  parallels,  if  it  does  not  duplicate,  the 
studies  provided  for  in  the  appropriation  for  the  research  and  mar¬ 
keting  act  field.  In  view  of  the  amount  provided  under  that  head, 
the  committee  believes  the  cut  of  $400,000  can  be  effected  without 
injury.  Under  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  where  the  budget 
is  for  $685,000,  the  committee  has  imposed  a  cut  of  $100,000. 
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COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

The  budget  estimate  for  administration  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Authority  is  m  the  sum  of  $650,000,  which  represents  an  increase  of 
$129,000,  above  the  1947  appropriation.  The  committee  has  allowed 
$9,000  of  the  increase  to  cover  the  cost  of  within-grade  salary  advance¬ 
ments  and  has  disallowed  the  remainder.  This  will  give  the  agency 
the  full  amount  of  their  1947  appropriation  together  with  all  Pay  Act 
increases  and  within-grade  promotions,  which  the  committee  believes 
will  provide  as  good  enforcement  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act  for 
the  next  year  as  has  been  had  during  the  current  year. 

THE  FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Public  Law  No.  731  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  known  as  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  abolished  the  rehabilitation 
programs  of  the  old  Farm  Security  Administration  and  the  emergency 
crop  and  feed  loan  program  administered  by  the  FCA  and  placed 
these  activities  together  with  other  functions  under  the  Farmers 
•Home  Administration.  It  is  therefore  in  a  sense  the  descendant  of  the 
Farm  Security  Administration. 

Its  over-all  program  now  includes:  (1)  Making  and  serving  farm 
tenant  purchase  loans;  (2)  making,  serving,  and  collecting  production 
and  subsistence  loans;  (3)  rural  rehabilitation  aid;  (4)  developing 
with  loans  and  technical  guidance  the  expension  of  water  facilities  in 
arid  and  semiarid  areas;  and  (5)  the  establishment  and  development 
of  a  system  of  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance. 

The  committee  has  made  substantial  reductions  in  virtually  every 
item  of  the  FHA,  but  it  should  be  noted  that  these  reductions  are  not 
intended  to  convey  the  impression  that  the  pommittee  is  dissatisfied 
with  the  administrative  direction  of  Mr.  Lassiter.  In  fact,  the 
committee  feels  that  Mr.  Lassiter  has  been  a  forthright  and  capahle 
administrator  and  predicates  its  reductions  on  other  grounds. 

Farm-tenant  loans. — For  fiscal  1947,  $50,000,000  was  available  for 
this  purpose  but  was  reduced  to  $35,000,000  by  the  Budget  Bureau. 
The  committee  recommend  a  further  reduction  of  $10,000,000. 
Land  values  are  high.  There  is  reason  to  believe  that  before  these 
loans  are  paid  off  prices  of  co.mmodities  will  recede.  It  appears 
inadvisable  that  undue  encouragement  should  be  given  to  the  purchase 
of  farms  at  inflated  values  because  of  the  hazards  involved  to 
purchasers. 

Production  and  subsistence  loans. — The  estimate  of  $90,000,000  for 
this  purpose  was  reduced  by  $30,000,000.  Bank  credit  is  available 
in  abundance,  funds  are  plentiful  where  justified  and  $60,000,000 
should  be  sufFicient  for  this  program.  ^ 

Farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund. — This  progra.m  is  designed  to 
do  for  farm  tenant  mortgage  loans  what  the  Federal  Housing  Ad.min- 
istration  does  for  urban  mortgage  loans.  It  is  hoped  by  the  authors 
of  the  Drogra.m  that  in  due  ti.me,  this  system  . will  completely  replace 
the  making  of  Federal  loans  to  tenants  for  the  purchase  of  farms. 
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Tlie  iirograiii  however  pi’eseiits  a  difficulty.  The  limit  of  interest 
on  a  mortgage  that  can  be  insured  is  2}^  percent  and  the  Administrator 
candidly  stated  that  as  yet,  he  has  no  applications  for  insurance  of  a 
farm  mortgage  loan.  It  is  doubtful  whether  this  program  can  have 
any  effect  until  the  basic  law  is  modified. 

However,  the  committee  is  not  averse  to  the  creation  of  the  fund, 
one-half  of  1  percent  of  which  can  be  devoted  to  expenses  and  one- 
half  of  1  percent  for  the  building  of  a  reserve  fund.  An  estimated 
$15,000,000  for  this  purpose  for  1948  is  wholly  unnecessaiy,  and  it 
has  accordingly  been  reduced  to  $5,000,000. 

Water  facilities.- — The  committee  approved  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,750,000  for  tins  purpose.  The  program  has  been  well  adminis¬ 
tered;  it  has  been  kept  within  reasonable  limits,  repayments  from 
individuals  and  associations  have  been  good,  and  the  benefits  have 
been  substantial. 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  estimate  of  $30,000,000  for  this  purpose 
has  been  reduced  to  $25,000,000  for  1948.  This  is  the  fund  from 
which  salaries  and  expenses  are  paid  for  the  rehabilitation  and  assist¬ 
ance  program  to  farm  tenants  and  here  again,  the  committee  v  ishes 
to  emphasize  its  conviction  that  much  of  this  work  at  the  county  and 
farm  level  is  a  duplication  of  work  carried  on  by  the  Extension  Service 
ami  the  Soil  Conservation  Sex’vice. 

Under  this  activity,  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  maintains 
439  persons  in  Washington,  950  persons  in  40  State  offices,  236  in 
150  district  offices,  871  in  4  area  finance  offices,  and  5,624  in  the  county 
offices.  Compare  this  with  Extension  Service  which  has  more  than 
10,000  persons,  most  of  whom  are  at  the  county  level,  and  with  Soil 
Conservation  Service  which  maintains  offices  at  the  departmental, 
regional.  State,  district,  and  work-unit  levels,  totaling  about  12,000 
persons. 

Here  again,  the  committee  wishes  to  point  out  the  limitations  within 
the  appropriation  procedure  and  suggests  immediate  action  by  the 
legislative  committee  to  consolidate  these  functions  in  the  interest  of 
efficiency  and  economy. 

RUR,A.L  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  of  $5,600,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  has  been  reduced  to  $4,000,000.  This  amount 
exceeds  any  amount  that  has  been  appropriated  for  this  purpose  for 
previous  years  up  to  and  including  1945.  As  late  as  the  fiscal  year 
1938,  the  appropriation  was  only  $1,450,000.  The  growth  of  this 
appropriation  is  due  very  largely  to  the  fact  that  it  is  apparently  the 
policy  and  the  purpose  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  to 
continue  its  paternal  oversight  and  supervision  of  each  cooperative 
until  the  last  penny  of  the  cooperative  debt  has  been  liquidated. 
From  the.  inception  of  the  program,  those  in  charge  have  every  year 
boasted  of  the  financial  soundness  of  the  cooperatives.  They  have 
reported  the  large  number  which  have  made  payments  on  their  loans 
much  in  advance  of  the  amounts  due  at  the  time. 
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“Spoon  feeding”  ad  infinitum:  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  these  co¬ 
operatives  have  had  the  benefit  of  the  initial  advice  and  supervision  on 
the  part  of  the  administration,  insistence  is  made  that  this  same  super¬ 
vision  be  indefinitely  continued. '  The  committee  believes  that  when 
a  cooperative  has  been  “taught  to  walk,”  so  to  speak,  and  has  acquired 
a  substantial  equity  in  the  capital  investment  of  the  cooperative,  that 
it  is  in  line  with  sound  policy  and  with  the  philosophy  of  individual 
responsibility  upon  which  this  Republic  has  been  erected  that  they 
should  be  permitted  thenceforth  to  “walk  alone.”  Perhaps  here  and 
there  they  may  make  mistakes  hut  they  will  be  able  to  absorb  the 
cost  of  those  mistakes  out  of  their  equities ;  and  they  will  have  learned 
their  lesson.  The  committee  believes  the  probability  of  mistakes  on 
the  part  of  farmer  managements  of  the  various  cooperatives  are  no 
greater  than  those  of  the  Administrator  and  his  assistants  in  the  office 
here  in  Washington  operating  from  long  range.  This  opinion  is 
predicated  upon  the  observations  the  committee  has  been  able  to 
make  of  the  abilities  and  qualifications  of  the  managers  and  members 
of  the  boards  of  the  electric  cooperatives  who  have  appeared  before 
the  committee  or  whom  the  members  have  had  the  opportunity  to 
observe  in  the  field. 

Consequently,  the  amount  of  $4,000,000  allowed  in  the  bill,  if 
applied  to  the  supervision  of  tiie  activities  of  the  more  recently 
organized  cooperatives,  leaving  those  organized  earlier  which  have 
acquired  experience  and  have  made  substantial  payments  on  their 
loans  to  “paddle  their  own  canoe,”  will,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee 
be  sufficient  to  give  adequate  i)rotection  to  the  investments  of  the 
Government  aiul  to  the  newer  and  less  experienced  cooperative 
enterprises. 

Loans. — The  budget  estimate  of  $225,000,000  for  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration  loans  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  has  been  allowed,  but  a  provision  is  inserted 
authorizing  and  directing  that  henceforth  such  sums  shall  be  bor¬ 
rowed  directly  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  rather  than  from 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  and  eliminating  the  existing 
provision  of  law  that  such  loans  may  be  made  only  in  the  amount  of 
85  percent  of  the  appraised  value  of  the  projects  to  be  constructed 
from  such  loans.  The  budget  estimate  requested  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $25,000,000  fi’om  the  Treasury  to  cover  the  1 5  percent  margin 
resulting  from  the  existing  provisions  of  the  law,  but,  that  require¬ 
ment  having  been  eliminated  by  the  provision  carried  in  the  bill,  the 
committee  recommends  no  direct  appropriation. 

Under  the  present  law,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
borrows  money  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  1  percent  inter¬ 
est.  It  then  lends  the  money  to  the  Rural  Electrification  Aclminis- 
trator  at  1%  percent  interest  who,  in  turn,  lends  it  to  the  coops  at 
2  percent.  The  evidence  indicates  that  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  incurs  no  administrative  expense  for  determining  the 
soundness  of  the  loans  but  merely  makes  such  loans  as  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  a  ministerial  act.  Thus,  the  differential  of  three-fourths  of 
1  percent  in  the  interest  rate  paid  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Cor])oration  to  the  Treasury  aiul  that  which  it  collects  from  the  Rural 
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Electrification  Administrator,  lep resents  a  clean  profit  to  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  of  three-fourths  of  1  percent.  Under 
the  provision  included  in  the  bill,  all  the  interest  paid  by  the  co-ops 
on  all  previous  outstanding  loans  as  well  as  future  loans  will  go  im¬ 
mediately  to  the  Treasury,  without  the  present  stop-over  on  the  part 
of  three-fourths  of  1  percent  in  the  coffers  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  there  to  he  commingled  with  the  deficit  or  the 
surplus,  as  the  case  may  be,  of  the  Corporation’s  over-all  capital  fund. 
On  the  basis  of  the  present  total  outstanding  REA  loans,  the  flow  of 
payments  from  the  co-ops  to  the  Treasury  will  be  increased  by  approx¬ 
imately  $4,280,000  per  annum. 

The  committee  was  importuned  to  authorize  loan  funds  far  in  excess 
of  those  submitted  by  the  budget.  It  believes  that  the  amount 
carried  in  the  bill  will  be  more  than  ample  to  care  for  all  construction 
that  can  possibly  be  made  under  the  existing  restrictions  resulting  from 
scarcity  of  materials  and  equipment  of  every  kind  essential  to  the 
setting  up  and  placing  in  full  operation  of  the  farmer  electric  coopera¬ 
tives. 

A  condition  is  arising  in  the  rural  electrification  field  which  merits 
the  attention  of  Congress,  and  particularly  the  legislative  committee 
which  has  jurisdiction  over  REA  matters.  It  relates  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  generating  facilities  in  those  areas  where  an  adequate  power 
supply  row  exists.  If  REA  undi'rtakes  to  duplicate  such  facilities, 
it  is  likely  to  develop  a  condition  under  which  the  cooperatives  which 
obligate  themselves  for  such  facilities,  as  well  as  the  private  utilities 
operating  in  the  same  field,  may  experience  difficulty  in  operating  on  a 
pay -in  basis,  and  no  good  purpose  could  be  served  by  such  a  condition. 

The  committee  discussed  the  advisability  of  a  proposal  to  confer 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  or  upon  the  State  commissions  or 
authorities  havmg  jurisdiction  of  such  matter,  the  power  to  veto  a 
loan  for  the  acquisition,  construction,  operation,  enlargement,  or 
extension  of  a  generatuig  plant  unless  there  was  a  finding  that  such 
acquisition,  construction,  operation,  enlargement,  or  extension  would 
result  in  lower  cost  of  electrical  energy  to  a  rural  electrification  project 
or  that  the  supply  of  power  from  existing  generating  facilities  was 
inadequate  for  all  rural  electrification  needs. 

The  committee  wishes  to  point  out  that  if  a  duplication  of  imneces- 
sary  facilities  should  develop  it  will  affect  the  real  payment  capacity 
of  cooperatives  as  well  as  the  return  to  existing  utilities  on  capital 
investment  and  might  ultimately  produce  the  same  condition  which 
developed  in  the  tra.nsportation  industry  resulting  in  tremendous 
losses  to  innocent  holders  of  securities. 

At  the  present  time  there  is  no  existing  limitation  upon  REA  in  this 
respect  and  it  is  believed  that  an  appropriate  agency  either  in  the 
Federal  or  State  government  should  have  some  supervisory  authority 
in  this  matter. 

CROP  INSURANCE 

In  February  1938  Congress  approved  the  creation  of  a  Crop  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation  to  make  available  insurance  against  all  natural 
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hazards  on  wheat.  In  1941  this  program  was  expanded  to  include 
cotton.  The  program  operated  for  a  number  of  years  with  very 
substantial  losses  and  its  liquidation  was  provided  for  by  a  provision 
carried  in  the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1944. 
That  provision  was  subsequently  modified  and  the  program  was 
reinstated  as  of  December  23,  1944,  and  made  applicable  to  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax  on  a  national  basis  and  to  certain  other  commodities 
on  a  trial  basis. 

The  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  was  originally  capitalized  at 
$100,000,000  and  received  its  operating  funds  by  issuing  portions  of 
its  capital  stock  from  time  to  time  to  the  Federal  Treasury.  Provi¬ 
sion  is  carried  in  this  bill  for  an  additional  subscription  to  the  capital 
stock  in  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  and  this  will  exhaust  the  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  borrowing  power.  That  is  to  say,  that  administrative  expenses 
over  the  years  plus  losses  has  finally  exhausted  the  $100,000,000 
which  was  made  available  foi  this  experiment  in  crop  insurance.  It  is 
the  considered  oi)inion  of  the  subcommittee  that  the  ])rogram  should 
be  placed  entii’cly  upon  an  experimental  basis  and  that  the  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  request  for  administrative  funds  for  the  fiscal  year  in  the  sum  of 
$9,330,000  be  reduced  to  $2,000,000  and  that  whatever  funds  are  not 
required  for  this  ])urpose  shall  be  returned  to  the  Treasury.  It  is 
appropriate  to  note  that  the  Committee  on  Agricidture  ha.s  reported 

a  bill  (H.  R. - )  to  place  this  activity  on  a  completely  experimental 

basis.  This  action  is  in  line  with  the  views  entertained  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  provides  fuither  justification  for  the  sharp  reduction  in 
administrative  expenses  which  has  been  recommended  in  this  bill. 

Included  in  the  bearings  is  a  detailed  statement  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  appraising  the  operations  of  this  program  which  sets  forth 
some  dismal  experiences  with  high  administrative  costs,  small  premium 
totals,  and  high  losses  in  various  States.  \M)ile  the  original  program 
has  been  modified  to  jilace  it  on  a  sounder  actuarial  basis,  losses  are 
still  excessive  and  if  administrative  expenditures  are  incliuhal  for  the 
puipose  of  securing  a  complete  picture  of  the  outlay  which  has  been 
made  from  Federal  funds  for  the  crop-insurance  program  it  becomes 
impressive  of  the  fact  that  unless  a  sound  and  actuarial  approach  is 
developed  through  exjierimentation  the  entire  program  should  be 
completely  liquidated. 

Consider  whea.t  as  an  example.  Since  the  beginning  of  the  program 
in  1939,  the  Corporation  has  been  able  to  achieve  the  insurance  of  less 
than  15  percent  of  the  wheat  acreage  in  the  countrv  and  the  interesting 
fact  about  wheat  insurance  is  that  it  appears  to  have  least  appeal  to 
the  farmers  in  the  plains  areas  of  the  country  where  it  would  appear  to 
be  most  essential. 

In  respect  of  cotton  the  Coi-poration  freely  rc'cognized'  the  moral 
hazard  involved  and  the  heavy  losses  which  it  sustained  on,  the  cotton 
program  during  the  last  cro])  year.  The  aggi’egate  of  ]u-emiums  fiom 
insurance  on  cotton  was  roughlv  $33,000,000,  whereas  losses  totaled 
nearly  $70,500,000  and  in  some  States  the  loss  ratio  betweeii  premiums 
collected  and  losses  paid  ran  as  high  as  8  to  1. 
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In  five  States  it  would  appear  that  administrative  expenses  actually 
exceeded  by  far  the  premiums  which  were  collected. 

The  committee  was  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  a  small  profit 
was  returned  on  the  insurance  program  with  respect  to  flax  and  tobacco, 
but  it  must  point  out  that  for  a  crop-insurance  program,  administered 
by  the  Federal  Government  at  high  administrative  costs,  to  succeed 
the  program  must  be  placed  on  a  national  basis  and  must  be  actuarially 
sound.  It  is  recognized,  of  course,  that  this  was  the  goal  to  be  sought 
when  Federal  crop  insurance  was  first  authorized  but  the  sad  fact 
remains  that  this  experiment  has  cost  the  Federal  Government 
$100,000,000  or  more  to  date  and  it  contains  no  assurance  that  sounder 
and  better  methods  have  been  perfected  which  will  avert  extraordinary 
losses  in  the  future. 

In  the  judgment  of  many  the  program  should  be  liquidated  entirely. 
The  committee,  however,  by  reducing  administrative  expenditures 
from  9}i  million  dollars  to  2  million  dollars  wishes  to  indicate  its 
conviction  that  at  the  very  best  the  program  should  not  go  beyond 
the  experimental  stage  and  should  be  completely  skeletonized. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

A  word  about  the  functions  and  operations  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  might  be  of  value  as  general  information  to  the 
Congress. 

The  Corporation  operates  through  a  board  of  directors  of  which  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  the  chairman  and  operates  through  the 
,  facilities  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration.  Its 

i  primary  purpose  is  to  support  agricultural  prices  in  order  to  preserve 
farm  purchasing  power  and  incentives  for  production, 
j  Farm  prices  are  supported  in  a  number  of  ways: 
jl  1.  By  maldng  loans  to  farmers  on  their  commodities. 

;i  2.  By  purchasing  commodities  which  are  in  surplus  and  diverting 

[  them  into  channels  where  the  pressure  on  the  normal  commercial 
I  market  will  not  be  so  great. 

j  3.  By  purchasing  commodities  for  foreign  distribution. 

Funds  for  this  operation  are  obtained  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
I  ment  under  the  borrowing  power  of  the  Corporation.  The  mechanics 
I  of  this  process  are  simple. 

The  Corporation  issues  its  note  to  the  Treasury  and  funds  are  then 
advanced.  There  is  a  requirement  in  the  act  of  1938  under  which  the 
Corporation’s  assets  must  at  no  time  be  less  than  its  liabilities.  This 
relationship  is  normally  maintained  by  the  fact  that  the  Corporation 
i  has  a  capital  stock  of  $100,000,000  so  that  as  it  makes  loans  or  pur- 
i  chases'  and  thereby  secures  assets  in  the  form  of  commodities  or 
;  bankable  notes,  it  can  comply  with  the  1938  act. 

This  fact  is  of  more  than  academic  importance  because  the  com- 
;  mittee  examined  into  an  item  of  $500,000,000  in  cash  which  is  avail- 
I  able  to  the  Corporation  by  act  of  Congress  for  virtually  the  same 
1  ■  purposes  as  the  general  credit  which  the  CCC  enjoys. 
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The  committee  explored  the  necessity  for  maintaining  this  cash 
balance  and  was  advised  that  while  it  has  not  been  touched  since 
1941,  an  impairment  of  the  balance  between  assets  and  liabilities  of 
the  CCC  through  loans  and  purchases  might  make  it  necessary  to  use 
a  portion  of  this  fund  to  maintain  that  balance  as  required  by  law. 
There  is  real  doubt  that  the  legal  requirement  for  this  balance  is 
necessary  and  if  the  law  were  amended,  it  would  be  possible  to  rescind 
these  funds  and  restore  them  to  the  Treasury.  The  Corporation 
actually  enjoys  a  credit  account  of  4^  billion  dollars  which  should  be 
more  than  adequate  for  every  foreseeable  purpose. 

The  Corporation’s  activities  might  be  listed  under  three  general 
classifications. 

1.  Price  supports  for  basic  commodities.  The  AAA  Act  of  1935 
as  amended  requires  that  piices  on  the  six  basic  commodities  of  corn, 
cotton,  wheat,  tobacco,  rice,  arid  peanuts  be  supported  at  90  percent 
of  the  parity  price  and  this  is  accomplished  by  loans  to  producers 
since  these  commodities  are  storable. 

2.  Price-support  program  on  Steagall  commodities.  The  so-called 
Steagall  amendment  to  the  act  of  1941  requires  that  prices  on  certain 
commodities  (about  20  in  number)  be  supported  for  a  period  of  2  years 
after  the  January. following  the  termination  of  hostilities  as  proclaimed 
by  the  President.  Since  that  pi’oclamation  was  issued  in  December 
of  1946,  existing  law  requires  that  prices  on  these  commodities  be 
supported  until  December  31,  1948.  The  list  of  so-called  Steagall 
commodities  includes  beans,  chickens,  long-staple  cotton,  eggs,  flaxseed 
hogs,  milk  and  butterfat,  dry  peas,  sweetpotatoes,  white  potatoes, 
soybeans,  and  turkeys. 

The  Corporation  as  of  this  time  can  only  estimate  what  mai’ket 
conditions  may  be  like  and  what  action  may  be  necessary  by  ways  of 
purchases  to  keep  prices  at  required  levels. 

3.  Price  supports  on  other  commodities.  The  Corporation  is  also 
authorized  to  support  prices  on  a  third  group  of  commodities  which 
include  barley,  flax  fiber,  hemp  fiber,  naval  stores,  oats,  rye,  hay  and 
pasture  seeds,  winter  cover  crop  seeds,  gi-ain  sorghums,  and  wool. 

4.  A  fourth  program  is  called  the  general  supply  purchases  program 
which  is  devoted  mainly  to  the  acquisition  of  commodities  to  cover 
foreign  requhements  and  relief  commitments. 

5.  The  only  subsidy  program  which  will  be  operative  in  the  present 
year  and  in  the  next  fiscal  year  relates  to  sugar  and  embraces  all 
operations  relatmg  to  the  purchase  of  sugar  supplies  from  foreign 
sources. 

6.  Other  programs  include  a  foreign  purchase  program  and  a  com¬ 
modity  export  program. 

It  is  estimated  that  administrative  expenses  for  this  entire  program 
for  fiscal  1948  will  be  $11,516,109  which  is  a  reduction  of  $3,237,524. 
Slightly  more  than  $3,000,000  of  this  amount  will  be  received  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  UNRRA,  foreign  governments  and  other  sources  for  services 
rendered  so  that  the  administrative  expenditure  from  Corporation 
funds  will  be  $8,450,000. 

The  committee  has  not  reduced  this  estimated  amount. 
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There  is  a  growing  belief  that  farm  prices  will  decline  in  the  months 
ahead  and  that  the  work  of  the  Corporation  might  be  as  large  a  volume 
as  in  the  prior  fiscal  year.  This,  of  course,  is  conjectural  but  it  was 
the  feeling  of  the  committee  that  since  price  supports  are  mandated 
by  existing  law,  the  Corporations  must  be  provided  with  adequate 
personnel  and  funds  to  carry  out  this  statutory  directive. 

LIMITATIONS  AND  LEGISLATIVE  PROVISIONS 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions  not  heretofore 
carried  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill  are  recommended: 

On  page  23  of  the  bill,  in  connection  with  the  item  for  meat  inspec¬ 
tion: 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws  relating  to  Federal 
inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $5,000,000,  for  deposit  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  as  a  working  capital  fund,  without  fiscal-year  limitation,  to  he 
designated  as  the  “Meat-inspection  fund”,  which  shall  be  available  for  all  expenses 
necessary  to  furnish  an  adequate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service,  and  hereafter 
every  person,  firin,  public  agency,  or  other  organization  furnished  inspection  or 
service  under  said  laws,  including  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products  offered 
for  import  or  export  and  the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-yneat  products,  shall 
pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  at  rates  and  fees  to  be  fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to 
be  deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  fidl  reimbursement  for  the 
estimatei  cost  attributable  to  the  furnishing  of  such  inspection  or  service,  including 
scientific  and  technical  investigations  and  laboratory  services;  investigations  relating 
to  violations  of,  and  authorized  exemptions  under,  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat 
inspection;  supervisory,  administrative,  statistical,  business  management,  and  other 
costs;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  without  regard,  to 
section  607  of  the  Federal  Employees’  Pay^  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase  of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and 
certificates  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  Iff  U.  S.  C.,  431);  and 
other  necessary  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  require 
advance  payment,  posting  of  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  payment,  in  order  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  withdraw  such  inspection  or 
service  for  nonpayment  of  charges  or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  required  assurance 
of  payment:  Provided  further,  That  inspection  or  other  technical  services  may  be 
rendered  to  Government  and  other  public  agencies,  upon  request,  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  herein  provided:  Provided  further,  Thai  a  schedule  of  obligations  and 
reimbursements  of  the  meat-inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close  of  the  last  completed 
fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be  included 
in  the  Budget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annually:  And  provided  further.  That  pay¬ 
ments  shall  be  made  for  inspection  or  service  rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

On  page  58,  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration: 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm  tenancy  loans  in  accordance 
with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropria¬ 
tions  and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946  are,  as  of  the 
close  of  June  SO,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June 
SO,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  named 
above,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the 
security  therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Recon- 
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struction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection 
with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  ajnount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through' Jiine  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  SO,  1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall 
make  no  further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of  ike  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to 
lend  or  advance  to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  referred 
to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  advances,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public  debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  ivhich  securities  may  be  issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such 
loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Ayricidture.  Repayments  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a  public  debt  transaction  of  the 
United  States. 

On  page  61,  in  connection  with  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration: 

Sections  S  (a)  and  3  (/)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20, 

1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“See.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  aidhorized  and  directed  to 

make  loans  to  the  Administrator ,  upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year  commencing  with 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO,  1948,  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  deter  mine 
to  be  necessary,  either  withoui  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest  per  annum,  not  in 
excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections  4  (ind  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  may  determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers  from  the 
Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive  Order 
Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid  balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947,  shall 
be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for  loans  made  after  June  SO,  1947, 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and  operation  of  generating  plants, 
electric  transmission  and  distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity  of  such  obligations  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installa¬ 
tion  of  electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not  exceed  two-thirds 
of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more  than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby 
authorized  to  make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments,  and  to  do 
all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to  effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such  trust  instru¬ 
ments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Administrator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
providing  for  the  holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations  for  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the  Administrator  heretofore  made 
by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury; 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of 
the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus 
accrued  unpaid  interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting 
the  security  therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection 
with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  SO, 

1947.  Subsequent  to  June  SO,  1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall 
make  no  further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Administrator ;  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
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Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  S  (a),  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed 
to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For  the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant 
to  this  section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public  debt 
transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty 
Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  iss^ied  under 
that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans  or  advances  to  the  Administrator .  Repay¬ 
ments  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a 
public  debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

“Sec.  S.  (/)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  principal  and  interest  on  loans 
made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment 
of  loans  made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the  payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing 
payments  of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be 
covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts." 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases 

[NoTE.~The  increases  and  decreases  shewn  are  based  on  comparison  with  the  1947  estimated  available 

figures] 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f)  or 

decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

-(-$3,000 

Approved. 

-1-45,000 

Do. 

-f  10, 000 
-f7,600 
-f26,000 

1  General  reduction  of  $100,000 
f  imposed  against  the  direct 

1  appropriation. 

4-26,  850 

Approved. 

-f 500, 000 

Disallowed 

-1-5, 000, 000 

.$3,000,000  allowed. 

-f6, 000, 000 

$1,000,000  allowed. 

-1-3, 000, 000 

Do. 

-1-5, 000, 000 

Do. 

-)-46, 000 

General  reduction  of  $100,000 
imposed  against  the  direct 
appropriation. 

(-9,  735] 
[-1-38, 950] 

Approved. 

[+29,  215] 

+8,000 

General  reduction  of  $125,000. 

+20, 000 

+10, 950 

. 

[-15,000] 
[+296, 400] 

Approved. 

Do. 

[+281, 400] 

Do. 

+228, 200 

Do. 

+28,  200 

Do. 

+40,  000 

Do. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
Salaries  and  expenses: 

To  ^■eplaoe  the  official  automobile  of  the  Secretary 
(nonrecurring) . 

To  establish  employee  health  program  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  658,  79th  Cong. 

To  strengthen  the  employee  safety  program.. . . 

To  replace  worn-out  office  equipment  (nonrecurring). 
To  maintain  adequate  central  departmental  tele¬ 
phone,  telegraph,  and  records  services. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

PENALTY  MAIL  (SEC.  2,  PUBLIC  LAW  364, 
78TH  CONG.) 

To  cover,  in  part,  mcrease  in  mailing  rate  from  $15  to 
$18.60  per  thousand  pieces. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

For  payments  to  States  for  research  at  State  experiment 
stations. 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  in 
connection  with  the  development  and  application  of 
pre.sent,  new,  and  extended  uses  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  and  products  thereof. 

For  broadening  and  strengthening  agricultural  research, 
other  than  utilization  research. 

For  rescardh  and  service  work  on  the  marketing  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products. 

OFFICE  OF  SOLICITOR 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  within-grade  salary  advance¬ 
ments. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 
Salaries  and  expenses: 

Decrease  in  transfers. . . . 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below... 

Net  increase  in  funds  available.. . . . 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

To  provide  a  staff  adequate  to  handle  the  ac¬ 
counting,  auditing,  and  related  fiscal  responsi¬ 
bilities. 

For  additional  work  in  answering  public  and 
Congressional  requests  for  agricultural  informa¬ 
tion,  and  for  editorial  and  other  work  on  publi¬ 
cations. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Printing  and  binding: 

Decrease  in  transfers... _ _ 


Net  increase  in  funds  available . . 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

For  increased  printing  costs  of  program  forms, 
schedules.  Farmers’  Bulletin  lists  and  periodi¬ 
cals,  and  Agriculture  Yearbook. 

F or  printing  technical  publications  on  results  of 
Department  research. 

For  printing  new  Farmers’  Bulletins,  reprints 
and  forest  map  folders. 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued  ' 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

LIBRARY 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  “Administrative  ex- 

[-$850] 

Approved. 

ponses,  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.” 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below... 

[+42, 000] 

Do. 

Net  increase  in  funds  available _ 

[+41, 1.50] 

Do. 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation:  For  exchange  of 

+42, 000 

Do. 

publications  with  libraries  in  foreign  countries, 
+$20,000;  indexing  foreign  literature  issued  during 
the  war  years,  +$10,000;  funds  by  dnect  appropria¬ 
tion  in  lieu  of  annual  transfers  from  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  administrative  funds— an  off¬ 
setting  decrease  being  shown  in  the  CCC  budget, 
+$S50;  and  for  within-grade  salary  advancements, 
+$11,160. 

BUREAU  OP  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Economic  investigations: 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  “Administrative  ex- 

[-80,150] 

Do. 

penses.  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.” 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below. .. 

[+80, 143] 

Net  decrease  in  funds  available _ _ _ 

[-7] 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

Increase  of  $80,150  in  direct  appropriation  in 

+80, 143 

General  reduction  of  $750,000 
in  direct  appropriation. 

lieu  of  transfer  from  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 

poration  (shown  as  offsetting  decrease  in  CCC 
budget)  and  a  decrease  of  $7  to  round  off  the 
appropriation  total. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates: 

Decrease  in  direct  appropriation  to  round  oft  appro- 

-$50 

Approved. 

priation  total. 

OFFICE. OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELA¬ 
TIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ _ 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Payments  to  States: 

To  extend  benefits  of  sec.  21  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 

+134,000 

$100,000 reduction  imposed. 

Approved. 

Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of 
Aug.  28,  1937,  in  order  to  help  meet  urgent  health, 
nutrition,  production,  and  related  problems. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  work  at  the  Agricultural  Research  Center  on 

+75,000 

Do. 

repair  of  sewage  system,  expansion  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  coal  yard  facilities,  repair  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  roads,  installation  of  a  small  bituminous 

materials  mixing  plant,  and  maintenance  and 
operation  of  water  treatment  plant  ($54,200  is  non¬ 
recurring)  . 

To  replace  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment  (non- 

+36,000 

Do. 

recurring). 

For  employment  of  safety  engineer-fire  control  officer. 

+4,400 

Do. 

For  withiri-grade  salary  advancements _ 

+5,400 

Do. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  construction  items 

-141,800 

Do. 

provided  in  1947  act. 

Elimination  of  special  item  in  1947  act  for  explora- 

-20,000 

Do. 

tory  investigations  of  agricultural  problems  in 
Alaska. 

Special  research  fund _ 

$100,000  reduction  imposed 

against  "Special  research 
projects.” 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


/ 

Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimatedav  ail- 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION— Continued 

EESEARCH  ON  STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  ACRICULTDRAL 
MATERIALS 

To  develop  domestic  sources  of  natural  rubber  from 

-)-$170, 000 

$100,000  reduction  imposed 

guayule  and  other  rubber-bearing  plants. 

against  “Special  research 

For  investigations  of  improved  methods  for  extracting 

-1-179, 000 

projects.” 

Do. 

and  preceding  rubber  from  guayule  and  other  rubber¬ 
bearing  plants.. 

Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska . . 

A  total  of  $144,940  allowed, 
$100,000  being  an  increase  by 
the  committee  and  $44,940 
transferred  from  the  budget 
item  for  payments  to  Alaska 
for  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

t 

Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico... 

$2,440  of  the  Budget  estimate 
for  Bankhead-Jones  Act  pay¬ 
ments  and  $42,500  for  special 
Alaska  acts,  total  $44,940, 
transferred  to  direct  super¬ 
vision  of  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  under  the  preceding 
item  for  research  on  agricul- 
turai  problems  of  Alaska. 

Approved. 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States: 

To  overcome  a  backlog  in  important  pubiications 

-f  14, 000 

work. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements.. . . 

-1-3, 000 

Do. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Rico: 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  construction  items 

-02,  500 

Do. 

provided  in  the  1947  act. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Animal  husbandry: 

For  additional  personnel  to  properly  care  for  expert- 

-1-25, 000 

Do. 

mentai  animais. 

For  increased  participation  in  Nationai  Poultry 

4-50,000 

Do. 

Improvement  program. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  items  provided  in  1947 

-20,000 

Do. 

act  for  construction  of  buddings  at  Glendale,  Ariz., 
poultry  station. 

Elimination  of  funds  provided  in  1947  act  for  studies 

-7,500 

Do. 

of  needs  for  poultry  research  programs  in  the 
Southern  Great  Plains  and  Southeastern  States. 

To  replace  trucks  at  field  experiment  stations  (non- 

-1-11, 600 

Do. 

recurring) . 

For  repair,  reconditioning  and  improvement  of  faeili- 

-i-100, 000 

Do. 

ties  at  six  field  stations  (nonrecurring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . 

-1-10,000 

Do. 

Diseases  of  animals: 

To  strengthen  research  work  on  brucellosis  of  cattle 

-1-30,000 

Do. 

and  swine. 

F or  additional  personnel  to  properly  care  for  expert- 

-1-21,500 

Do. 

mental  animals. 

For  additional  work  on  Newcastle  disease  of  poultry 

-f 60, 000 

Do. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  items  provided  in  1947 

-105,000 

Do. 

act  for  construction  at  the  Agricultural  Research 
Center. 

For  improvements  to  heating  plant  at  the  Agri- 

-f 40, 000 

Do. 

cultural  Research  Center  (nonrecurring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements 

-f-8,  500 

Do. 

Inspection  and  quarantine: 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  portion  of  the  $85,000 

-76,000 

Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tions  totaiing  $114,803  im- 

supplemental  appropriation  for  1947  to  establish 

and  maintain  an  international  animal  quarantine 

posed,  $81,806  relating  to 

station  on  Swan  Island,  in  the  Carribean. 

controls  over  interstate  ship¬ 
ments  of  livestock  and  $32,997 

Por  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

-1-15,000 

against  the  function  of  super¬ 
vising  the  importation  of 
animal  byproducts. 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+>  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION — Continued 

BUEEAT3  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTBY — Continued 


Meat  inspection : 


For  additionalveterinarians  and  lay  in-spectors _ 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 


-f$P00, 000 
-f 240, 000 


Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act 


Marketing  agreements,  hog-cholera  virus  and  serum 
(transfer) ; 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 

Eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious 
diseases  of  animals; 

Decrease  in  available  funds  to  meet  emergencies 
arising  from  outbreaks  of  foot-and-mouth  and 
other  contagious  diseases  of  animals  (budget  car¬ 
ries  $100,000  token  appropriation  and  lan^age 
making  any  funds  in  the  Department  available 
■.  for  such  work  pending  appropriation  of  funds  for 
the  purpose). 

Elimination  of  special  1947  appropriation _ 


[-hSOO] 

-205,000 


-9, 000, 000 


Reduction  of  $6,140,000  im¬ 
posed  below  budget  esti¬ 
mate.  Committee  recom¬ 
mends  a  $5,000,000  working 
capital  fund  with  provision 
placing  the  service  on  a  self- 
,  supporting  basis. 

General  reduction  of  $50,000 
imposed. 


Approved. 


Budget  proposal  approved. 


Approved. 


BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  analyzing  experimental  breeding  data . . 

To  meet  increased  operating  costs,  particularly 
dairy  feeds. 

For  adequate  enforcement  of  the  Process  Butter  Act. 


BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS  AND  AOBICULTURAL 
ENOINEERINO 

Field  crops; 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of 
research  program. 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonreoiuring) _ 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 
Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops; 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of  re¬ 
search  program. 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) _ 

For  repair  and  installation  of  utilities  at  Agricultural 
Research  Center  (nonrecurring) . 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 
Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancemert.s _ 

Forest  diseases- 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of  re¬ 
search  program. 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) _ 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 


-1-10, 000 
-f25, 188 

-1-7, 000 


{General  reduction  of  $76,000 
imposed  against  budget  proj- 
ject  to  which  those  items 
relate. 

Approved. 

Further  reduction  of  $50,000 
imposed  below  Budget. 
$25,000  against  the  nutri¬ 
tional  project  and  $25,000 
against  the  project  relating 
to  investigations  on  milk  and 
its  products. 


-1-125, 000 


Approved. 


-t-36, 000 

Do. 

-71,400 

Do. 

-1-31, 100 

Do. 

-fl26,  000 

Do. 

-f 33,  700 

Do. 

-1-180,000 

Do. 

-16.5,000 

Do. 

-t-26,  OOO 

Do. 

-Allow-ed,  except  for  .$5,050  per¬ 
taining  to  work  on  diseases 
of  young  natural  stands  and 
plantations  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  eliminated  en¬ 
tirely  by  a  total  reduction  of 
$80,720  below  the  Budget. 


-1-20, 000 

-f  6, 800 
-(-5, 600 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-(-)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION— Continued 


BUREAU  OP  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS  AND  AGRICULTURAL 
ENGINEERING- continued 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation: 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of 
research  program. 


For  within-grade  salary  advancements'. 


To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) . 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 
Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 

Agricultural  engineering: 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of 
research  program. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 
Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  .stations. 

■National  Arboretum: 

For  preparation  of  detailed  plans  and  specifications 
for  buildings  and  other  physical  facilities  (non¬ 
recurring). 

For  acquisition  of  land  on  which  options  will  expire 
in  July  1947  (nonrecurring). 

For  construction  of  roads  (nonrecurring).. . . 

For  utilities  which  should  be  installed  concurrently 
with  the  proposed  road  construction  (nonrecur¬ 
ring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  ILANT  QUARANTINE 

Insect  investigations: 

To  strengthen  investigations  on  forest  insects  in 
western  States. 

To  reestablish  the  parasite  receiving  station  at  Ho¬ 
boken,  N.  J. 

To  study  effectiveness  of  new  insecticidal  materials.. 

To  determine  methods  of  dcinsecticizing  planes  and 
other  carriers  and  their  cargoes. 

To  replace  worn-out  automotive  equipment  (non¬ 
recurring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements... . 


Insect  and  plant-disease  control: 

To  replace  worn-out  automotive  equipment  (non¬ 
recurring)  . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements. . . 


Foreign  plant  quarantines: 

For  inspection  of  plants  and  plant  products  moving 
into  the  continental  United  States  by  air  traffic. 
To  replace  worn-out  automotive  equipment  (non¬ 
recurring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ ^.. 

Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insect  pests  and  plant 
diseases. 


TUSSOCK  MOTH  CONTROL 

Elimination  of  special  item  provided  in  First  Deficiency 
•Appropriation  Act,  1947. 


+*50,  (KM) 


-(-17,600 

-f 23.  500 
-50,000 


General  reduction  of  $100,000 
below  Budget  imposed  under 
the  general  project  for  soil 
improvement,  management, 
and  irrigation  research . 

Reduction  of  $50,000  imposed 
in  estimate  for  work  on 
fertilizers. 

Approved. 

Do. 


-I-:10, 000 


Do. 


-1-7. 300  Do. 

-37,  .300  Do.  ' 


■+ 150,  000 


Disallowed. 


-f-350, 000 

-1-117,000 
-1-57, 100 


Approved. 

Disallowed. 

Do. 


-(-1,000 


Approved. 


-1-35, 000 
-1-17, 000 

-1-23,000 
-1-50, 000 

-1-45,000 

-(-.30, 500 


-1-78,  500 
-(-36,900 


-(-214, 000 
-1-10,000 
-f 34, 000 


Do. 


Do. 

[General  reduction  of  $47,900 
below  estimate  for  “Control 

[  investigations”  work. 

Approved. 

Approved.  Reductions  below 
budget  imposed:  .$82,100 
against  work  on  insects  af¬ 
fecting  man  and  animals, 
and  .$58,700  against  insect 
identification  and  classifica¬ 
tion. 

Approved. 

$22,600  allowed. 

Reductions  below  budget  im¬ 
posed:  Dutch  elm  disease, 
$269,900;  pink  bollworm  proj¬ 
ect,  $500,000. 

Approved. 

Do. 

Do. 

Reduction  of  $750,000  below 
Budget  imposed,  $500,000 
against  the  reserve  fund  and 
$250,000  against  pear  psylla 
control. 


-395, 000 


Do 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS-  Continned 


It^in 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f )  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION — Continued 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDU9TRUL  CHEMISTRY 

Regionai  research  laboratories: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 


BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 
Salaries  and  expenses: 

To  provide  for  prompt  dissemination  and  application 
of  results  of  scientific  investigations  in  human 
nutrition  and  home  economics. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements. . . 


WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 

Reduction  in  eradication  program,  as  follows: 

State  and  privately-owned  lands . . . 

National  forests.. . . . . . 

Interior  Department  lands . . 


FOREST  SERVICE 


General  administrative  expenses . . 

National  forest  protection  and  management: 

Strengthen  Are  control  work . . . . . 

For  timber  sales  work _ _ _ _ _ 

(Decrease  arising  from  elimination  of  special  transfer 
to  this  appropriation  in  1947  from  tiie  item  “Ac¬ 
quisition  of  lands  for  national  forests”  (timber 
sales),  contained  in  First  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1947). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . . 


Fighting  forest  fires: 

Decrease  arising  from  the  fact  that  the  usual  aimual 
deficiency  has  been  provided  for  1947,  whereas 
1948  budget  includes  only  the  customary  token 
appropriation  of  $100,000. 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 

For  within-grade  .salary  advancements.. . . . 


Forest  products . . . . . . . 

Forest  resources  investigations . . . 

Forest  fire  cooperation: 

For  cooperative  fire  protection  on  State  and  private 
lands  (provides  $9,000,000  as  Authorized  for  1948). 
Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests: 

Reduction  in  level  of  program  (Weeks  Act) . 


(Increase  arising  from  elimination  of  special  transfer 
from  this  appropriation  in  1947  to  the  item  “Na¬ 
tional  forest  protection  and  management,”  con¬ 
tained  in  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 
1947.) 


-f  $$80, 000 

-1-25,000 

-1-13,000 


-1,310,761 
-624,821 
-64, 418 


-1-300,000 

-1-600,000 

-410,000 


-f-324, 000 


-3.944,000 


-1-45.000 


-(-700,000 

-2,  000,  000 

-f410,000 


Approved. 

Do. 

Do. 


i Approved,  and  a  reduction  of 
$250,000  imposed  in  the 
project  for  leadership,  co¬ 
ordination,  and  technical 
direction. 


General  eut  of  $32,000  Imposed. 

Approved. 

Disallowed. 

Approved . 


Approved,  except  as  may  be 
affected  by  the  following  re¬ 
ductions  below  the  budget. 

Approved. 


Reduction  of  $200,000  below 
budget  im)X)S6d  against  the 
forest-management  project. 
General  manage¬ 
ment,  etc. . .  $500,000 

Maintenance  of 
impravements.  100, 000 
Protection  of 
wildlife  r  e  - 
sources  (elimi¬ 
nates  project)..  162,813 
Land-use  man¬ 
agement. .  182,296 


945, 109 

Reduction  of  $555,000  imposed. 
Reduction  of  $500,000  imposed. 

Approved. 


Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  .$500,000  imposed. 
Approved. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-)-)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recoipmendation  of  committee 


FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 


Control  of  tree  insect  epidemics,  national  forests; 

Elimination  of  special  item  provided  in  First  Dofi-  .—$282,500 
ciency  Appropriation  Act,  1947.- 

Forest  highways _ _ _ _  —2,414,222 

Forest  road  development _ 1 _ _ _ _ 

FLOOD  CONTROL 


Approved. 

Ajjproved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  ^,000,000  imposed. 
Reduction  of  $2,600,000  im¬ 
posed. 


Decrease  in  direct  appropriation — budget  estimate  and 
available  prior  year  balances  will  provide  approxi¬ 
mately  $2,619,000  (a  reduction  of  about  $1,000,000 
below  1947). 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Soil  conservation  research; 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Reduction  in  water  regulation  investigations,  Ever¬ 
glades  region  of  Florida. 

Soil  conservation  operations: 

To  provide  technical  and  oiher  assn  tance  to  addi¬ 
tional  conservation  districts  in  the  planning  and 
application  of  soil  and  water  conservation  farming 
practices. 

Elimination  of  funds  provided  in  1947  act  to  pur¬ 
chase  Government  surplus  equipment. 

Elimination  of  funds  for  cooperation  with  other 
agencies  in  areas  to  be  incorporated  within  con¬ 
servation  districts. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 


LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMAROINAL  LAND 

To  complete  construction  of  the  Little  Grassy  Dam  in 
Southern  Illinois  (nonrecurring). 

To  reconstruct  and  repair  spillways  and  other  structures 
on  six  dams  located  on  land-utilization  projects  (non¬ 
recurring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ _ 


-1, 000.000 


Approved. 


-f  13,  200 
-13,200 


Approved,  and  general  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $750,000  imposed. 


-f-2.  Cl'S,  000 


-Vl'proved. 


-2,  500, 000 


Do. 


-188,000 


Do. 


-i-620, 000 


Reduction  of  $5,437,000  below 
budget,  to  be  applied  pri¬ 
marily  to  national,  regional. 
State,  and  district  oflices. 


-1-237,200 


-1-1,458,600 


General  cut  of  $1,660,000  below 
Budget  imposed. 


-f5,200 


WATER  CONSERVATION  AND  UTILIZA¬ 
TION  PROJECTS 

Elimination  of  direct  appropriation  (prior  year  balances 
which  are  available  until  expended  will  provide  about 
$1,012,000  for  this  program  in  1948). 


-700, 000 


Approved. 


PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 


CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND 
RESOURCES 


Decrease  in  direct  appropriation  and  reappropriations.. 
Proposed  transfer  from  section  32  funds . . . 

Net  decrease  in  funds  available,  as  detailed  below.. 


Elimination  of  a  special  item  tor  legume  and  grass  seed 
production. 

Elimination  of  non-recurring  item  provided  in  1947  Act 
to  restore  funds  for  advance  purchases  of  conservation 
materials  and  services. 

For  administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
tobacco  marketing  quota  program. 


[-112,626,000] 

1-f  100, 000, 000] 


[-12,526.000] 


-12,600,000 


[Transfer  from  sex;.  32  funds  dis¬ 
allowed;..  $117,520,754  reduc¬ 
tion  below  budget  for 
program  expenses,  including 
elimination  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphic  laboratory;  $10,000,- 
000  reduction  in  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  (no  cut  in 
I  tobacco  marketing  quota 
program  expenses).  Plan- 
!  ning  authorization  for  a  1948 

I  conservation,  program  eliini- 

\  nat<‘d. 

Approved. 


—600,000 


Do. 


-1-674.  IKK) 


Do. 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948  45 


Committee's  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-b)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINIS- 
T  E  ATIO  N— Continued 

SUGAR  ACT 

For  payments  to  sugar  producers _ _ _ 

-b$l,  426, 988 

1 

Approved. 

For  increased  costs  for  service  performed  by  personnel 

-4-75,000 

Do. 

of  county  associations. 

Elimination  of  transfers  to  the  Treasury  Department _ 

—6,130 

Do. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . . 

-f  4, 142 

Reduction  of  $50,000  below 

National  School  Lunch  Act _ _ s. _ _ _ 

—6, 000, 000 

budget  estimate  for  national 
off'ce  expenses. 

Reduction  of  $30,000,000  below 

Administration  of  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreements 

the  $75,000,000  budget. 

New  item  of  $525,300  inserted 

and  Orders. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

Market  news  service: 

For  market  news  on  livestock,  meats  and  wool . 

-1-11,000 

by  committee  to  continue 
activities  relating  to  the 
Marketing  Agreements  Act 
of  1937,  presently  financed 
with  section  32  funds  which 
the  committee  hill  rescinds 
in  full  for  1948. 

Approved. 

For  market  news  on  fruits  and  vegetables . - 

-1-23, 000 

Do. 

For  market  news  on  dairy  and  poultry  products . 

-f- 16, 000 

Do. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 

-f-19, 028 

Do. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products: 

For  inspection  and  certification  of  fresh  and  proc- 

-4-15, 000 

Do. 

essed  fruits  and  vegetables. 

To  provide  for  farmers  a  soybean  and  flaxseed  testing 

4-15,000 

Do. 

service. 

To  provide  a  wool  testing  service  for  grease  wools.. .. 

-f  70, 000 

Do. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

-1-16. 000 

Do. 

Marketing  farm  products: 

Elimination  of  regulations,  allocations,  controls, 
pricing,  the  wage  stabilization  and  food  industry 
labor  programs,  and  other  activities  which  were 
necessary  for  the  period  immediately  following  the 
war. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 

Tobacco  Acts: 

To  extend  inspection,  grading,  and  other  services 

-1,121,615 

-blO,  115 

-f 200,  000 

Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $400,000  imposed 
(general) . 

Approved. 

to  additional  auction  sales. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements. . . . 

-t-8, 000 

Do. 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acts: 

To  process  an  increased  volume  of  complaints  and 

-1-50,  000 

Do. 

applications  for  licenses  under  the  Perishable 
Agricultural  Commodities  Act. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

-4-4,  200 

Do. 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act: 

To  provide  Federal  supervisory  inspection  facilities 

4-18,  400 

Do. 

for  grain  in  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak. 

To  replace  worn-out  laboratory,  grading,  and  auto- 

4-41, 600 

Do. 

motive  equipment  (nonrecurring). 

For  withm-grade  salary  advancements _ _ _ 

4-13,  000 

Do. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act: 

For  initiating  work  necessary  to  a  determination  of 

4-35, 000 

rates  to  be  charged  by  licensed  warehousemen. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements. . 

4-10,000 

(  below  budget. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act; 

For  within-grade  salary  advanceniehts - - 

4-8,300 

Approved. 

Naval  Stores  Act:  , 

To  replace  automotive  equipment'  (nonrecurring)  — 

4-1,800 

Do. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements - 

4-1, 100 

Do. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act: 

For  supervision  of  an  anticipated  increased  volume 

4-38,  052 

Disallowed. 

.of  futures  trading. 

For  more  adequate  and  frequent  audits  of  records  of 

4-35,  720 

Do. 

all  registered  brokerage  firms. 

For  more  frequent  examination  of  trading  techniques 

4-46,  228 

Do. 

and  records  and  for  assembling  evidence  for  hear¬ 
ing  or  court  proceedings. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements.. . . 

4-9,000 

Approved.  • 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY— Con. 

SUPPLY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF  FARM  LABOR 

No  estimate  is  included  in  the  1948  Budget  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  (present  funds  available  until  Dec.  31, 1947). 


-$12.  000.  000 


Approved. 


FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Reduction  in  amount  estimated  for  farm  tenancy  loans.. 

Reduction  in  amount  estimated  for  production  and  sub¬ 
sistence  loans _ _ _ 

Elimination  of  an  unobligated  balance  available  for  pro¬ 
duction  and  subsistence  loans  in  1947. 

To  establish  the  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund 
authorized  by  the  Fanners’  Home  Administration  .Act 
of  1946. 

Net  savings  in  operating  costs  due  to  consolidation  of 
Farm  Security  Administration  and  Emergency  Crop 
and  Feed  Loan  Division  of  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion,  reduction  in  the  number  of  borrowers,  consolida¬ 
tion  of  approximately  95  county  offices  with  adjoining 
offices,  and  other  economies. 

Elimination  of  rural  rehabilitation  grant  program _ 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  “Farmers’  crop  production 
and  harvesting  loans”  to  Farm  Credit  Administration 
for  cost  of  over-all  administration  of  crop-loan  program 
which  was  irnder  supervision  of  FCA  until  Oct.  31, 
1946. 

For  expenses  incident  to  examining,  approving,  and 
servicing  approximately  2,250  insured  mortgages. 

Elimination  of  transfer  to  the  Treasury  Department _ 

RURAL  electrification  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 


-15,000,000 
-4, 000,  boo 
-1,611,282 


Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $10,000.0002imposed.  j 

..Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $30,000,000  imposed. 


+  16,000, 000 


.$5,000,000  approved  for  this 
fund. 


-4.973,  522 


-42, 324 
-102,015 


Further  reduction  of  $5,000,000 
below  budget,  allowing  a 
total  of  $25,000,000. 


+766, 995 
-77,4.34 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

Ixians: 

Direct  appropriation  foi  loans .  . 

Decrease  in  authorization  to  borrow  loan  funds  from 
RFC. 


+50, 000 


[+25,000, 000] 
[-2.5.000,000] 


General  reduction  of  $1,600,000 
below  budget. 

Disallowed. 

RFC  borrowing  authorization 
deleted,  with  provision  for 
borrowings  by  RE. A  from 
the  Treasury. 


No  change  in  funds  available  for  loans . . 

The  budget  proposes  a  direct  appropriation  of 
$25,000,000  for  loans,  the  security  for  which  will 
provide  the  necessary  collateral  margin  for  borrow¬ 
ings  from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  with  an  offsetting  decrease  in  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  borrow  from  RFC. 


10] 


$25,000,000  reduction. 


FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 
Salaries  and  expenses; 

A  net  decrease  of  $59,000  in  available  funds  resulting 
from  economics  in  operations,  distributed  by 
.sources  of  funds  as  follows: 

Direct  appropriation. . . . 

.Assessments  against  member  institutions  of  the 
Farm  Credit  system. 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  “Farmers’  crop 
production  and  harvesting  loans.” 
Reimbursements  fron.  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation.” 


-23,000 
+100, 910 

-102,016 


Approved. 

Do. 

Do. 


-34,895 


Do. 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-I-)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 
•  \ 


FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORFORATION 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  expenses  in  handling  an  increased  work  load  in 
State  offices  due  to  greater  participation  in  the 
program,  including  processing  of  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  and  indemnity  claims;  and  to  strengthen 
I  the  adjustment  organization  to  hold  losses  to  a 

minimum. 

'  For  processing  in  the  branch  oflBces  approximately 

237,000  additional  insurance  contracts  and  106,000 
additional  indemnity  claims  during  1948. 

For  expenses  in  headquarters  office  to  imiirove 
'  actuarial  data. 

For  cost  of  writing  approximately  40,000  contracts 
covering  three  new  trial  insurance  commodities. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  expenses  on  three-year 
cotton  and  wheat  contracts,  and  reduction  due  to 
discontinuance  of  trial  insurance  on  corn  and 
tobacco. 

For  storage  costs  on  commodity  stocks  to  be  pur¬ 
chased  when  premium  notes  mature  on  the  1947 
crop,  and  for  increased  storage  costs  on  commodity 

1  inventory  carried  over  from  the  1945  and  1946 

I  crops. 

I  Elimination  of  transfers  to  the  Treasury  Depart- 

’  ment. 

Nominal  reduction  in  transfer  to  “Administrative 
expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.” 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

'  Appropriation  for  use  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  in  sub- 
scribmg  to  capital  stock  (net  reduction;  $20,000,000  ap¬ 
propriated  In  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 
1947,  against  $10,000,000  recommended  for  1948). 


-(-$701,  154 


-1-191,259 


-1-13,713 
-f-120,000 
-236, 270 

-f714, 000 


Total  amount  recommended  in 
bill  for  1948  is  $2,000,000,  ac¬ 
companied  by  language  lim¬ 
iting  its  use  to  continuation 
of  experimental  crop  insur- 
ante,  as  authorized,  and 
liquidation  of  1947  and  prior 
crop  year  insurance  contracts 
(except  experimental  insur¬ 
ance  contracts). 


-22,821 


-368 
-1-59, 333 
-10, 000,000 


Approved. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Administrative  expenses  from  Corporation  funds: 

Discontinuance  and  liquidation  of  beef  and  dairy 
production  and  sheep  and  lamb  subsidy  programs. 
Liquidation  of  certain  foreign  contract  settlement 
activities. 

Elimination  of  transfers  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics  and  the  Library. 

For  administration  of  price  support  programs— . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 


(-2,579,000] 

[-300,000] 

(-81,000] 

[4-2, 540, 650] 
[-(-109, 350] 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


TITLE  in— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

Note.— In  addition,  the  committee  bill  recommends,  under  title  III,  that  the  permanent  appropriation 
for  1948  under  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935,  be  rescinded.  It  is  estimated  in  the  1948  budget  at 
$148,000,000;  a  more  current  e.stimate  is  $000,000,000. 
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**  Included  $6,000,000  appropriated  in  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1947. 

“  Included  under  the  sec.  32  permanent  appropriation  which  the  committee  bill  rescmds  for  1948;  new  appropriation  item  is  recom¬ 
mended  to  provide  for  administration  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937. 

Appropriated  in  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1946  (calendar  year  appropriation;  presently  available  until  December  31,  1947 
under  the  terms  of  Public  Law  40,  80th  Cong.,  which  also  provides  for  liquidation  of  the  program  within  30  days  thereafter. 
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Comparative  statement  oj  the  amounts  appropriated  jor  1947,  the  budget  estimates  jor  1948,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  hill  for  1948 — Continued 

TRUST  FUNDS 
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Figures  in  several  cases  are  preliminary  and  subject  to  revision  based  on  actual  amounts  finally  made  available  for  the  year. 


ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OF  JOHN  PHILLIPS 


Having  signed  the  majority  report  of  this  committee,  I  submit  these 
additional  views  to  emphasize  the  need  for  economy  and  efficiency  in 
:  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The  farmers  of  this  Nation  have  said 
'  unmistakenly  that  they  want  economy  in  government,  and  a  balanced 
budget.  I  think  they  mean  they  want  economy  and  efficiency  in  the 
department  most  closely  related  to  agriculture,  as  well  as  in  other 
departments  which  are  related  only  indirectly  to  agriculture.  The 
farmers  have  insistently  said  for  years  that  they  wanted  the  elimination 
of  the  duplications  and  the  confusions  of  Government  departments 
and  agencies. 

j  The  appropriation  bill,  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  a  step 
toward  the  end  the  farmers  want.  It  could  have  been  a  longer  step. 
There  are  units  of  this  Department  which  requested,  in  the  present 
budget,  three  or  four  times  as  large  appropriations  as  they  received 
10  years  ago,  yet  whose  services  to  agriculture  generally  are  less 
essential  today  than  they  were  previously.  Some  such  agencies  have 
been  cut,  in  this  budget,  as  little  as  15  percent. 

There  are  constant  dupfications,  in  the  work  of  vaiious  units, 
throughout  the  Department.  It  is  difficult  for  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  to  do  very  much  about  this.  It  is  an  administrative 
job.  I  strongly  urge  this  upon  the  Secretary  as  a  problem  of  first 
importance.  The  intent  of  the  Secretary  will  soon  be  determined  by 
the  application  of  the  cuts  taken  in  this  budget.  If  these  are  applied 
only  at  the  lower  levels,  leaving  the  Waslungton  levels  top-heavy  and 
duplicating,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Congress,  through  its  proper 
committees,  to  attempt  the  necessary  corrections.  Several  of  us  on 
the  subcommittee  believe  that  an  additional  cut  in  personnel  could 
have  been  made,  specifically  applied  to  the  Washington  level.  State¬ 
ments  that  a  department  “ought  to  be  reorganized,”  or  insistence 
that  “we  must  remove  duplications,”  and  similar  comments  frequently 
heard  in  committees  and  on  the  floor,  are  worthless  as  long  as  we 
continue  to  appropriate  more  money  than  a  careful  analysis  indicates 
is  required  by  the  Department. 

The  problems  of  marketing  research;  of  whether  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  the  States  should  pay  the  costs  of  school  lunches,  or  in 
what  proportion;  of  the  REA,  or  the  AAA,  or  the  SCS,  or  the  CCC, 
will  be  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the  House  during  general  debate  on 
this  bill.  In  brief,  my  feeling  is  that  more  money  could  have  been 
cut  from  the  appropriation  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  that, 
properly  administered,  the  results  would  have  benefited  agriculture 
generally.  My  desire  is  to  see  a  well-organized  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  with  all  the  money  it  needs  to  operate  efficiently,  but  without 
duplications  or  unnecessary  activities,  functioning  primarily  in  the 
interest  of  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  VIEWS  OF  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN 

I  have  conciirred  in  the  majority  report  with  the  following  reserva¬ 
tions; 

A  major  portion  of  the  cuts  effected  have  been  obtained  thi'ough 
the  reduction  in  appropriations  for  AAA,  the  school-lunch  program 
and  the  Farm  Home  Administration,  together  with  reductions  of  a 
lesser  degree  in  REA,  Research,  Forestry,  and  other  branches. 

I  do  not  feel  that  proportionate  cuts  in  personnel  tlu-oughout  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  have  been  made  consistent  with  those 
above-mentioned . 

It  is  my  intention  to  offer  on  the  floor,  after  careful  study,  certain 
amendments  designed  to  secure  the  balance  which  is  desirable. 

H.  Carl  Andersen. 
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Committee.  Please  check  on  such  action  before  release  in  order  to 
be  advised  of  any  changes. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  EEPKESENTATIVES 

:May  23, 1947 

Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  i-eported  the  following 
bill;  which  was  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


.A.  BILL 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and^House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 
3  ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
6  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 


J.  61900 - 1 
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PENALTY  MAIL 

For  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of 
the  Department,  as  recpiired  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944 
(39  U.  S.  C.  321d) ,  $3,186,000. 

I 

EESEAECH  and  MAEKETING  act  of  194  6 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  Law  733) ,  including 
in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and  under  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head- Jones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  administration, 
planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary 
expenses  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the 
Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Eico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $3,000,000,  of 
which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allotable  fo  Alaska  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  “Eesearch 
on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without  matching 
requirement ; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems 
pursuant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $1,000,000; 
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For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act  $1,000,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  ‘'Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  TI  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946),  $1,000,000; 

In  all,  $6,000,000:  Provided,  That  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  penalty  mail  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June 
28,  1944,  may  he  transferred  to  the  regular  de])artmentar 
appropriation  therefor:  Provided  further,  That  for  necessary 
printing  and  binding  there  may  he  transferred  to,  and  made 
a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding.  Department  of 
Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  he  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  m^de,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  he  in  addition 
to  amoimts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other 
appropriation  items  of  the  Department:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  available  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof. 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLIOITOH 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues 
for  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 
$2,425,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation ; 
and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Colundua  not  to  exceed  $1,597,000:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  sueh  appropriations 
or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any 
time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respec¬ 
tively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts 
transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the 
requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
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OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  autboiizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall  he  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  i)art  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total 
appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $533,000;  for  prepara¬ 
tion  and  display  of  exhibits,  $128,400;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures,  $67,400:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  of  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in 
the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be 
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transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount 
which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  • 
of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine  are  appropriate  to  the  re(|uirenients  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions:  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more  ad¬ 
vantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office 
of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these 
purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  he  avail¬ 
able  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That  in 
the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
emplo3^ment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
th§  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600)  :  Provided, 
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That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  or  inamtenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or 
for  the  compensation  of  eniplo3^ees  in  such  offices  except  that 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  he  used  to  maintain  the  San 
Francisco  radio  office. 

FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  includ¬ 
ing  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services, 
except  as  other\Yise  provided,  $1,607,000,  including  the 
purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles 
published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Eeport 
of  the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915 
(7  U.  S.  C.  418) ,  arrd  Jurre  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108) ,  arrd 
hr  pursuance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44 

U.  S.  C.  214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000 

* 

for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  irrterests 
of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  corrntry,  an  equal 
portion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent  out 
under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  b}"  the  Serrators,  Repre- 
serrtatives,  arrd  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall  direct,  but 
not  irrchrding  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants  of  the 
Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Print¬ 
ing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1919 
J.  61900 - 2 
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(44  IT.  S.  C.  Ill,  220);  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  co])ies  for  the  use  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Kepresentatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  re¬ 
port  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) , 
as  authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  241)  :  Provided,  That  the  Secretaiy  may 
transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropriation  made 
for  ‘‘Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Resources” 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessaiy  for  printing  and  binding 
in  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  api)ropriated  to  carry 
into  effect  the  purj)oses  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
approved  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection 
with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated 
for  administering  the  provisions  of  tlie  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith:  Provided  further,  That  the  total  amount 
that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authoiity  granted  in  the 
preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $95,300. 

LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 
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and  expenses  incuiTed  in  conqdeting  imperfect  series ;  not  to 

exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 

the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  asso- 

^  • 

ciations  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a 
price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 

It 

members;  $660,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUREAU  OE  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,887,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
ncluding  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  Eor  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural 
production,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation 
in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  hfe,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and 
income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  $1,743,600:  Provided,  That  no 
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part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available 
to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the  heading 
‘‘Economic  investigations”  shall  he  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  nundjers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  production, 
distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) ,  and 
for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 
provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 
May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  he  avail¬ 
able  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or 
publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the 
acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOBEION  AORIOULTUEAL 

RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
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the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  news])apers,  $628,000. 

international  production  control 


COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  the  ap¬ 
propriations  ^^Salaries  and  expenses,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
xCdministration”  and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United 
States  as  a  member  of  the  International  Wheat  Advisorv 
Committee,  the  International  Sugar  Council,  or  like  events 


or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction  of  agricultural  sur¬ 
pluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropriations,  to¬ 
gether  with  traveling  and  other  necessary  expenses  relating 
thereto. 


EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  IIAWAIT,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

Rrco 

Eor  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Ca])per-Ivetchani,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ivetcham  Act,  the  xVct  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  iVct  ap])roved  June  29,  1935  (7 
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'1  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  section 

2  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended 

3  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  IJ.  S.  0.  343d-I) , 

4  $8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 

5  April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 

6  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  Eebruary  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 

7  386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to 

8  the  Territory  of  x^laska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the 

9  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending 
19  the  benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 

11  Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Bico, 

12  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) 
12  extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
II  Act  to  Puerto  Bico,  $274,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketchum, 

15  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950. 

16  SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

17  Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 

18  For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 

19  Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  0.  341- 

20  348 ) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 

21  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and  the 

22  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions,  $827,200, 
22  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  he  expended  for  per- 
21  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administeator 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columhia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and 
furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  l)e  transferred 
to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  without 
reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property, 
valued  at  approximately  $9,750,  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Mary¬ 
land,  consisting  of  approximately  88  acres  of  land 
known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approximately  40 
acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract:  Provided, 
That  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are 
rendered  may  he  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reim¬ 
bursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including 
handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
(including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for 
services,  supplies,  e(pnpnient  and  materials  furnished,  stores 
of  which  may  be  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building 
construction,  alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center 
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1  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations 

2  and  the  applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their 

3  proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 

4  Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation :  Provided  further, 
b  That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
6  Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera- 

tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
^  however.  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con- 
^  structing  any  one  building  ( excepting  headhouses  connecting 

10  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for 

11  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall 
1^  be  withui  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
1^  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the 

14  fiscal  5^ear  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the 

15  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Research  Administra- 

16  tor,  whichever  is  greater. 

17  Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of 

18  Agriculture 

19  For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 

20  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  D.  S.  G.  427,  427b, 

21  427c,  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  sec- 

22  tion  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work, 

23  including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and 

24  printing  the  results  of  such  I’esearch,  to  be  conducted  by 
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such  agencies  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  or*  establish,  and  to  which  he  may  make  allot¬ 
ments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  which  amount  $785,200 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
research  laboratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural 
regions  provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 

Eesearcii  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agriculture 

Materials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946, 
in  connection  with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000;  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Gfovernment  surplus 
without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consisting  of 
approximately  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  acres  known 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  acres  of  the 
Guidotti  tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Arguelo  tract,  and  twent}- 

4 

five  acres  of  the  Alisal  industrial  site  (all  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  Salinas,  California) ,  including  improvements  and 
laboratory  facilities  and  equipment  thereon,  and  personal 
property,  valued  in  all  (procurement  cost)  at  approximately 
$865,000. 

J.  61900 - 3 
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Research;  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 
To  enable  the  Secretary,  tlirougli  .such  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska  as  he  may  designate,  to  estal)lish  and  maintain 
a  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and 
problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $144,940,  including 
printing  and  binding,  tlie  eniplo3'ment  of  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  construction  or  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  necessaiy  Iniildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to 

restrictions  of  existing  law.  In  cariying  out  such  program 

/ 

tlie  Secretary  is  authorized  to  use  such  authorities  as  have 
heretofore  been  made  available  Iw  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territorv  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
of  the  Universitv  of  Alaska,  and  b^^  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  University  of  Alaska  and 
with  other  i)ublic  and  private  agencies.  The  provisions  of 
this  ])aragraph  shall  be  elective  from  and  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  hereof,  and  the  Secretary’  is  authorized  to  take 
such  steps  and  to  issue  such  regulations  as  he  may  determine 
to  effectuate  the  orderly  discharge  of  his  responsibilities  here¬ 
under.  There  are  herebv  transferred  to  the  Secretarv  the  use 

*■'  */ 

of  such  equipment  and  other  facilities,  buildings,  and  grounds 
of  tbe  Territorial  agricultural  experiment  station,  including 
its  l)ranches,  as  he  may  determine  to  be  necessary,  other  than 
any  land  in  general  use  heretofore  for  other  university  pur- 
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poses,  and  the  Secretary  may  to  the  extent  deemed  advisable 
continue  the  employment  of  the  existing  personnel  of  the 
station.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  in¬ 
cluding  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  there  are  hereby 
transferred  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  any  unexpended  bal¬ 
ances  now  available,  and  any  moneys  hereafter  received  for 
credit  thereto,  of  all  funds  heretofore  appropriated  by  the 
legislature  or  acquired  under  authority  of  law  for  the  con¬ 
struction,  use,  and  develo])ment  of  the  Territorial  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  station,  the  availability  of  such  funds  to  be 
unaffected  by  this  transfer.  The  nione3^s  so  transferred  shall 
be  available  for  the  settlement,  in  such  manner  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  direct,  of  obligations  outstanding  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer. 

Office  of  Expeeiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUEETO  EICO 

Eor  ])a3unents  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Kico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  cany  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural 
experiment  stations : 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S. 
C.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act, 
the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
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1925  (7  U.  S.  0.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382) , 
$2,880,000;  Bankliead-Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  ap¬ 
proved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  H.  C.  427-427g) ,  $2,661,268, 
none  of  which  shall  be  available  for  Alaska;  Hawaii,  the 
Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386-386h), 
extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Eico,  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (70  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  Puerto  Eico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Eico,  $7,161,268. 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$197,525  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928, 
March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts  amenda¬ 
tory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383, 
386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  administratian  and  for  the 
administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment  station  in 
Puerto  Eico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shah  prescribe 
the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under  the 
above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of 
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the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the 
lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of  the  Department 
in  similar  lines,  and  make  report  thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration, 
and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,059,000  for  de})artmental  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
as  amended,  estaldishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and 
related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  tlie  live¬ 
stock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur- 
bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandly  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purjioses  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
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diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperatioii  with  and  supple¬ 
mentary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place, 
nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation 
for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspec¬ 
tion  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall 
belong  to  or  be  upon  tlie  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or 
corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered 
for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered :  Provided  further,  That 
out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  pa3^ment  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  ex¬ 
ceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value 
of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage  thereof;  that  no 
payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount  paid  or  to  be 
paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and  municipality  where 
the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no  case  shall 
any  payment  hereimder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 
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1  Inspection  and  quarantine:  Eor  inspection  and  quaran- 
2 .  tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 

3  cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 

4  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super- 

5  vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 

6  vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the 
inspection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 

8  with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  8.  C.  102)  and 

9  the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522),  and  the  in- 
19  spection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 

11  $1,225,197. 

12  Meat  inspection:  Por  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws 
Id  relating  to  Federal  ins])ection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products, 
11  $5,000,000,  for  de[)osit  in  tlie  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
Id  as  a  working  capital  fund,  without  fiscnl  year  limitation,  t(v 
19  be  designated  as  the  ‘‘Meat  inspection  fund”,  which  shall 
1"^  he  available  for  all  expenses  necessary  to  furnish  an  ade- 
19  quate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service,  and  hereafter  every 
19  person,  firm,  public  agency,  or  other  organization  furnished 
29  inspection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including  inspection 

21  of  meat  and  meat-food  products  offered  for  import  or  export 

22  and  the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products, 
2d  shall  pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance  with 
24  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
2d  at  rates  and  fees  to  be  fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to  be 
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deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full 
reiml>iirsement  for  the  estimated  cost  attril)ntahle  to  the 
furnisliiiig  of  such  inspection  or  service,  including  scientific 
and  technical  investigations  and  laboratory  services;  investi¬ 
gations  relating  to  violations  of,  and  authorized  exemptions 
under,  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection;  super¬ 
visory,  administrative,  statistical,  Imsiness  management,  and 
other  costs;  personal  servic'es  in  tlie  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere,  without  regard  to  section  607  of  the  Federal 
Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  elsewhere  ;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 
of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and  certificates  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  IT.  S.  C.,  431); 
and  other  necessary  expenses :  Provided.,  That  the  Secretary 
of  x\griculture  may  require  advance  payment,  posting  of 
bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  payment,  in  order  to  protect  the 
interests  of  tlie  United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  with¬ 
draw  such  inspection  or  service  for  nonpayment  of  charges 
or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  required  assurance  of  pa}^- 
ment:  Provided  further,  That  inspection  or  other  technical 
services  may  be  rendered  to  Government  and  other  public 
agencies,  upon  request,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  herein 
provided:  Provided  further.  That  a  schedule  of  obligations 
and  reimbursements  of  the  meat-inspection  fund,  as  of  the 
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close  of  the  last  completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for 
the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be  included  in  the 
Budget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annually:  And  provided 
further,  That  payments  shall  be  made  for  inspection  or  service 
rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act :  Tor  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) , 
regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  ])roduct  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $290,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  liog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  b}-  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May 
12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  appropriations  are  herein  made  to  carry  into 
effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  IT.  S.  C.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHER 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot- 
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and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia, 
or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or 
Eimopean  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 
including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 
future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poul¬ 
try)  affected  b}"  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated 
by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and 
irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar 
circumstan(‘es,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations,  $100,000,  together  with  such  sums 
from  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary 
may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency 
which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  coun- 
tiy:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 
purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat, 
egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  ap¬ 
praisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any 
such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production, 
or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emer¬ 
gency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the 
United  States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not 
exceed  one-half  of  apy  such  appraisements :  Provided  further, 
That  poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 
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Btjeeau  of  Dairy  Industry 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including 
not  to  exceed  $500,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404),  including  investiga¬ 
tions,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  industry, 
for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May 
9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  relating  to  processor 
renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946 
(Public  Law  427) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  IT.  S. 
C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation  of  process 
or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agrtcutural 

Engineering 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessar}^  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture ;  plant  diseases, 
including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processmg,  trans^jortation,  and  storage  of  agri- 
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cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 
possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ¬ 
ing  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing 
in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 
]danes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
as  follows : 

I 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops',  sorghums, 
soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
tables,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide, 
and  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  surplus  with¬ 
out  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 
by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  per¬ 
mit  from  the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels 
of  land,  totaling  in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres, 
situated  at  Chapman  Field  Military  Eeservation,  Dale 
County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement  cost)  at  approxi¬ 
mately  $7,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
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and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $359,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural 
use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  diy  and  irri¬ 
gated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by 
crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,391,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  includ¬ 
ing  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanita¬ 
tion,  and  rural  electrification ;  farm  buildings  and  their  appur¬ 
tenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  the  ])repar{ition  and  distribution  of  building  plans 
and  specifications:  (*otton  ginning,  and  other  engineering 
problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $637,000. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro- 
$ 

visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C. 
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191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council, 
$436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $350,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  acquisitio^i  of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed 
$2,500  may  he  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) . 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Por  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 
of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to  agri¬ 
culture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  tlie  Honey  Bee  Act  (7 
C.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U!  8.  0. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  TT.  8.  C.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  L.  8.  (J.  147a),  authorizing  the 

eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 

1 

insects  and  plant  pests;  including  tlie  operation  and  mainte- 
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1  nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven, 

2  and  not  to  exceed  $692,000  for  personal  services  in  the 

3  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

4  Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 

5  affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 

6  products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
I  crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 

8  plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 

9  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 

11  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in- 

12  vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 
12  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange 
14  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficiar  insects  and  other 
lb  arthropods ;  for  developing  methods,  equipment,  and  appara- 
10  tus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradica- 
I'i^  tion  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  and  for 
12  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including  methods 

19  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their  applica- 

20  tion,  $2,961,300. 

21  Insect  and  plant  disease  control :  For  carrying  out  oper- 

22  ations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre- 
22  vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 
24  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths, 
2b  Dutch  elm  disease,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal 
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1  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Tliurberia  weevil,  ineluding  the 

2  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation  with 

3  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 

4  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0. 

5  151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton- 

6  free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 

7  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  Febraary 

8  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 

9  plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the 

10  interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been 

11  transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  ])lant  quarantine 

12  laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  In- 

13  spection  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  166) ,  $2,697,100:  Provided,  That 

14  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or 

15  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property 

16  injured  or  destroyed:  Provided  farther,  That,  in  the  discre- 

17  tion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 

18  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State 

19  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accom- 
29  plisb  this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradic'ation  until  a.  sum  or 

21  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  ap- 

22  propriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 

23  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
21  accomplishment  of  this  purpose :  Provided  further.  That  in  the 
25  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appro- 
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prlation  sliall  be  made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the 

« 

Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  re- 
moval  and  destruction  of  trees  on  iion-Federal  lands  suffering 
from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such 
removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate 

I 

for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or 
sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  ap¬ 
propriated,  subscribed,  oi‘  contriljuted  by  State,  county,  or 
local  autliorifies,  or  by  individuals,  or  organizations  con¬ 
cerned:  Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  tor 
removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non- 
Federal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended  for  the 
removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm 
disease  except  Avhere  such  trees  are  located  on  property 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
or  on  property  included  within  local  experimental  control 
areas. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7 
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1  U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7  U.  S.  C. 

2  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  C. 

3  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they 

4  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  'enforcement 

5  of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and 

6  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15 

7  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended, 

8  and  for  inspection  and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  prod- 

9  nets  to  meet  the  sanitaiy  refpiirements  of  foreign  countries, 

10  as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 

11  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $2,000,000. 


12  COXTEOL  OF  EMEEGENCY  OTJTBEEAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND 
12  PLANT  DISEASES 

11  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
1^  the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
10  148-148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 
l'^  planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 

12  and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 

20  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000. 

Bueeaij  of  Ageicultueal  and  Industeial  Chemistey 

22 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

23  T 

1 01  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
04. 

and  demonstiations  hereinafter  autliorized,  including’  not  to 
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exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  investigations :  F or  conducting  the 
investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  Ma}”^  15,  1862 
(5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  application  of  chem¬ 
istry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical,  physical, 
microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds, 
drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the  physiological 
effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  products 
and  of  insecticides ;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of 
methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for 
such  purposes;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the 
utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for  frozen  pack 
investigations;  $511,500. 

Naval-stores  investigations:  For  the  mvestigation  of 
naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 
the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  im¬ 
proved  equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval 
stores;  and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation, 
and  utilization  of  naval  stores;  $152,550. 

Eegional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a)' 
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to  202  (e),  inclusive,  of  title  ]I  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292) ,  including  research  on 
food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity 
and  equipment  storage  building  at  the  Western  Eegional 
Eesearch  Laboratory  located  at  Albany,  California. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Hoime  Economics 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  exceed  $381,700  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the  relative 
utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for  food,  cloth¬ 
ing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  sjjecial  suggestions 
of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  in¬ 
vestigations,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as 
have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home, 
and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on  this  subject, 
$1,045,000. 

WHITE  PINE  BLI8TEB  BUST  CONTE OL 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  approved  April  26,  1940  (16  IT.  8.  C.  594a) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000, 
of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  he  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Intel  lor  for  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust 
on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
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that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tril)es  which  are  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United 
States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangerino- 
lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount 
to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  (Quarantine  for 
leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire  program, 
method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  hut  not  confined  to, 
the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

FOBEST  SFBVK^E 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  ineluding  not  to  exceed 
$1,055,378  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Udum- 
hia,  not  to  exceed  $10, 000  for  employment  ])ursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  ])y  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600),  and  the  re])lace- 
ment  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  District  of 
Columbia ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations  and 
report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
lund)ering,  hut  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
J.  61900 - 6 
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woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces¬ 
sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  im])roved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
constructing  a  water-su])])!}’  or  sanitary  system  and  of  con¬ 
necting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected, 
shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 
building  erected,  purchased,  or  accpiired,  the  cost  of  which 
was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  ])er  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  build¬ 
ing  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  administer,  and 
improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 
other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil 
waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to 
ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national 
forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to 
stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate, 
digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 
investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  a])propriation  for  ‘‘National 
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forest  protection  and  inanagenient”,  and  not  to  exceed 
$50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire  cooperation” 
may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  Department  of  Agricnltnre”,  for  forest  fire  prevention 
posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows: 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis¬ 
tration,  inclnding  the  salaiy  of  the  diief  Forester  at  $10,000 
per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Keserva- 
tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 
March  1,  1911  (10  U.  S.  C.  514),  $050,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  ])urchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 
care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro¬ 
tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ¬ 
ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct 
purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  im- 
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provements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not 
to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment, 
and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities; 
control  of  destructive  forest  tree  diseases  and  insects ; 
timber  cultural  operations ;  development  and  application 
of  fish  and  game  management  plans ;  propagation  and 
transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
arid  portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and 
appraising  of  timher  and  other  resources  and  development 
and  application  of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale, 
and  use ;  examination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal 
of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law 
and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests 
that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under 
the  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912 
(16  IT.  S.  C.  506-509) ,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  ( 16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of 
water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessar}^  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$23,764,891,  of  wheih  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 
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1  Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 

2  fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  admin- 

3  istration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 

4  process  of  condeinnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes. 

5  $100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  he  availal)le  for  meet- 

6  ing  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

7  Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 

8  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
.9  approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16‘U.  S.  C.  581, 
19  581a,  581f-581i),  including  the  construction  and  mainte- 

11  nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

12  Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  sil- 
18  vicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 

14  experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investi- 

15  gations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 

16  management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7, 

17  at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 

18  $2,475,000. 

19  Forest  products :  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 

20  of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 

21  Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,000,000,  of  which  at  least 

22  $11,050  shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the  utilization  of 

23  waste  woods. 

24  Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
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1  survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 

2  under  section  10,  $572,000. 

3  FOEEST-FIEE  COOPEEATION 

4  For  cooperation  with,  the  various  States  or  other  ap- 

5  propriate  agencies  m  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression 

6  and  the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accord- 

7  ance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 

8  approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564-570) , 

9  $9,000,000, ‘  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall  be  avail- 

10  able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

11  FAEM  AND  OTHEE  PEIVATE  FOEESTEY  COOPEEATION 

12  To  enable  the  Secretaiy  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
19  advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  indus- 
11  tries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest 
1^  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to 
10  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained- 
1"^  yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber  resources, 

10  the  productivit}"  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabilization  of  em- 

19  ployment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries,  and 
29  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department 

21  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm 

22  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) , 

20  (not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections 
^1  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766) , 

of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568), 
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and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed 
$809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  he  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  pur¬ 
chase  of  necessary  building’s,  and  other  improvements : 
Provided,  That  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to  ac(pure 
land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries, 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOB  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Week’s  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to  he 
available  only  for  })avment  toward  the  purchase  })rice  of  any 
lands  acquired. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  origi¬ 
nating  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following 
national  forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest 
receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts  from  such  receipts:  T^inta  and  Wasatch  National 
Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  xCugust  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 
as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act 
of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
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San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748) ,  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of 
June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589) ,  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000.  i  ^  ■ 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 
November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 
23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
Service  administration,  (1)  $10,000,000  for  forest  develop¬ 
ment  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,300,000  for  forest  high¬ 
ways,  which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by 
the  Act  of  December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all, 
$15,300,000  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia),  to  be  imme¬ 
diately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the 
rental,  purchase,  construction,  or'  alteration  of  buildings 
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necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 
supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  main¬ 
tenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 
altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 
exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
1)y  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTKOL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 
$500,000,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended,  with  which  shall  he  merged  the  un¬ 
expended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  for  flood  control  purposes :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  he  used  for  the  purchase  of 
lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  with¬ 
out  specific  approval  of  the  (*ountv  hoard  of  supervisors  of 
the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated:  Provided, 
further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947 
and  1948  for  work  of  improvement  on  individual  watersheds 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


46 


shall  be  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Budget  justifications  to  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  and  shall  not  he  decreased  except  as  may  be 
necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available 
prior  year  halances. 

SOIL  CONSEBVATION  SEEVIOE 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carrv  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  275  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and 
soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$838,500  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
furnisliing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  permanent  buildings :  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed 
$2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in  conjunction 
with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes  and  except  for 
eight  buildings  to  he  constructed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That  no  money 
appropnated  in  this  Act  shall  he  available  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where 
the  State  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized 
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to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of 
its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  bv  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  con- 
servation  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 
district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 
as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 
erosion,  soil  and  mositure  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 
logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 
regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 
Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  water¬ 
sheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $673,000. 

/ 

Soil  conservation  o})erations:  For  carrying  out  preventive 
measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 
siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement  of  farm 
imgation  and  land  drainage,' the  establishment  and  operation 
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of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conservation  plans 
and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OE 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  cany  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Earm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive, 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Ad,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g- 
590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except 
the  provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal  serv- 
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ices  in  the-  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for 
the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  dis¬ 
plays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the 
United  States;  $174,199,246,  to  remain  available  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947, 
inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $23,584,956  of 
the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  but 
not  more  than  $3,095,868  shall  he  transferred  to  the  ap¬ 
propriation  account,  ‘‘Administrative  expenses,  section  392, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further, 
That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available 
for  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order  (IN^o.  9069)  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  informa¬ 
tion  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further.  That  no  funds 
shall  be  available  for  salaries  or  other  administrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  formulation  or  administration  of  any 
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1948  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water- 
conservation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936, 
as  amended,  or  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  except  those  pertaining  to  market¬ 
ing  quotas  under  the  latter  Act:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer 
to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in  auditing 
payments  under  this  item :  Provided  further,  That  such 
amount  shall  he  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  ferti¬ 
lizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any 
soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agri¬ 
cultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 
practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  programs 
under  said  Act  of  Fel)ruary  29,  1936,  as  amended:  Provided, 
further.  That  the  Secretary"  is  authoiized  and  directed  to  make 
payments  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated 
pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were 
prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri- 
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ation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation, 
such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated 
balance  of  the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  Use 
of  Agricultural  Land  Resources”,  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further, 
That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  prescribed  form  is 
filed  by  any  such  farmer  ( or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in 
case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer 
under  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)  )  within  one  year  from  the 
date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  December 
31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or 
any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting 
a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any 
person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”,  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of 
July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or 
attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of 
Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  personal  services 
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or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a 
Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Mem¬ 
ber  or  tbrongb  the  proper  official  channels :  Provided 
further,  That  where  farmer  participation  in  the  program 
in  any  State,  region,  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  the  full 
amount  of  the  money  apportioned  thereto  any  such  sum  or 
sums  in  excess  of  such  requirement  shall  be  reapportioned  to 
States,  regions,  or  areas  whose  original  apportionments  have 
not  been  sufficient  to  meet  such  requirements. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions,  other  than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Philippine 
Islands,  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1100-1183),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 
1949:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  transfers) 
from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  pa^^ments  to  sugar 
producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115. 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 
Law  396),  $45,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching  funds  from  sources 
within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches. 
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Administration  of  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreements  and  Orders 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
administer  tlie  provisions  of  the  Ag-ricnltiiral  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  inclnding 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $525,300. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  inclnding  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
211,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in 
conducting  investigations,  ex])eriments,  and  demonstrations, 
as  follows: 

‘Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  market  su])]dy  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
and  poultry  products,  fruits  and  vegetables,  peanuts  and  their 
products,  grain,  hay,  feeds,  cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other 
agricultural  products,  $1,520,000. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tions  and  certification  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers 
and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition 
of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw, 
dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any  product  con¬ 
taining  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative  thereof  when 
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offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received  at  such  im¬ 
portant  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be  conveniently 
reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  rea¬ 
sonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the 
service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform  stand¬ 
ards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber  as 
provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) ,  and 
for  liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition 
services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agen¬ 
cies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a),  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541b),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law 
600),  and  not  to  exceed  $20,00  for  transportation  and 
other  necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away 
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from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing 
and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 
$1,000,000:  Provided,  That  the  Secretaiy  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  au}^  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department 
such  amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  he  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  functions  for  yliich  this  appropriation  is 
made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  aj^propriation 
items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  iVcts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
V.  8.  C.  51 1-51  Iq),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  8.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  8.  C.  516), 
$1,552,000. 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
approved  June  10,  1930,  as  amended  (7  U.  8.  C.  499a- 
499r) ,  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping 
of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  U.  8.  C. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


56 


491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August 
31,  1916,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  0.  251-256),  and  the 
Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and 
S})lint  baskets  for  fruit  and  vegetal)les,  approved  May  21, 
1928  ( 15  U.  S.  0.  257-2571) ,  $294,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Biitures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  tlie  Act  authorizing 
tlie  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  stajde  length  of  cotton,  approved  IMarcli  3,  1927,  as 
amended  l)y  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chapter 
14  of  the  Internal  Eeveniie  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 
(26  IT.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved 
March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65) ,  $1,399,000. 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act:  To  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act, 
$1,128,000. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

Federal  Seed  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 
seeds;  to  require  labeling  and  to  prevent  misrepresentation 
of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce;  and  to  require  certain 
standards  with  respect  to  certain- imported  seeds,  approved 
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August  9,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1561- 
1610),  $152,500:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of 
this  amount  may  he  used  for  meeting  the  share  of  the  United 
States  in  the  expenses  of  the  International  Seed  Testing- 
Congress. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August 
15,  1921,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

Naval  Stores  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Naval  Stores  Act  of  March  3,  1923  (7  U.  S.  C. 
91-99),  $41,000. 

Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  tlie  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  C.  121-134),  for 
preventing  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  adul¬ 
terated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead  arsenates,  other 
insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating  traffic 
therein,  $293,500. 

Freight  rates  for  farm  products :  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of 
the  Agricultural  iVdjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1291) , 
$138,000. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTIIOPITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary 
to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 
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Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  8.  C.  l-17a),  including 
not  to  exceed  $141,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

FAEMERS  HOlvrE  ADMINISTRATION 

Eor  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and 
Public  Law  563,  ajiproved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

Loans:  Title  I  and  section  43,  $25,000,000;  title  II, 
$60,000,000;  in  all  for  loans  $85,000,000. 

Mortgage  insurance  fund:  For  the  establishment  of  the 
farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I, 
$5,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing 
of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation 
of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$25,000,000. 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Beconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  he  made  to  the  Secretarv  of  xV^ricul- 
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ture  for  the  pui^jose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm 
tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropriations 
and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy;  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close 
of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other 
evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes 
of  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due 
and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the 
time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  e(pial  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30, 
1947,  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no 
further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of 
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the  sums  which  the  Eeconstmctioii  Fiilance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  Eor  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  puljhc-deht  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Eepayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 
WATEE  EACILITIES,  AEID  AND  SEMIAEID 

AEEAS 


To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 
storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  $1,750,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

EUEAL  ELECTEIEICATION  ADMINISTEATION 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Eural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses :  Eor  administrative  expenses,  in- 
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eluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 
exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports,  $4,000,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and 
5  of  said  Act,  and  for  canying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
7  thereof,  $225,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 

3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (.f)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 
of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0. 
901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘^Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year 
commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  he 
necessary,  either  without  interest,  or  at  such  rate  of  interest 
per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections 

4  and  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ma}^ 
determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
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balance  of  any  loans  made  tlie  Reconstmetion  Finance 
Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947, 
shall  be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing'  provision:  Provided,  .That  such  obligations  in¬ 
curred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and 

distril)ution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 

* 

period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 
wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installation  of 
electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not 
exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  liereby  authorized  to 
make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments, 
and  to  do  all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to 
effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  providing  for  tlie 
holding  in  trust  by  tbe  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 
Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
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Eeconstniction  Finance  Corporation  arising-  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Administrator  are,  as 
of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30, 
1947,  to  the’  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all 
loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest, 
theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and 
all  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or 
in  connection  .with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so 
transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  3  (a) , 
any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been 
authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  Fur 
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the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  puhlic-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Administrator.  Bepayments  to  the  Sec- 
retaiy  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

^‘Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall 
be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans 
made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Beconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the 
payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator 
shall  he  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 
FABM  CBEDIT  ADMINISTBATION 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessar}^  expenses  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  atteudauce  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members 
of  organizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administratioii  are  to  be  discussed  oi’ 
transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals  and  news- 
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papers;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
wliicli  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a 
lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may 
be  made  in  advance ;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12 
U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  garage  rental 
in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  payment  of  actual  transportation 
and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving,  while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the 
United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Uarm  Credit 
Administration,  except  that  such  expenditures  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations,  banks,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or  regulated  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration;  in  aU,  $561,000. 
Collections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  832),  are  hereby  made  available  to 
reimburse  this  appropriation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and 
supervising  the  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  other 
organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENEKAL  PROVISIONS 

I 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  De])artment  or  any  bureau. 
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office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columl)ia,  unless  such  loan 
or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  thereto¬ 
fore  made  b}^  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  re- 
paj^ment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit 
association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur- 
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chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 

4 

by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the 
Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  trans¬ 
lators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emer¬ 
gency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 
for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employment 
under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricul¬ 
tural  Belations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act 
of  August  8,  1946  (Public  Law  658) . 

Si:c.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to 
the  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 
fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  pa3"ment  of  claims 
pursuant  to  part  2  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (Public  Law  601) . 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


68 


person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  who  is  a  memher  of  an  organization 
of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  ad¬ 
vocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  tlie  United  States  by 
force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof 
an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evidence  that 
the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contraiy  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  memher  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 
to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 
Provided  fuidher,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory 
employees  of  the  Department  as  may  he  designated  for  the 
purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  h}^ 
this  section,  and  they  shall’  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 
is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  emplo^^ees 
that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
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the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence 
and  accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which 
are  paid  from  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the 
above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person  employed 
for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work  in¬ 
volving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such 
persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered 
in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  con¬ 
templated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  .  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal 
year,  namely: 
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Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  $2,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers. 

Subscriptions  to  capital  stock.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
subscribe  and  pay  for  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  as  provided  in  section  504  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1504), 
$10,000,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of 
funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  cor¬ 
poration  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts 
and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations 
as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation 
Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs 

set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each 
/ 

such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided : 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$8,450,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  periodicals, 
maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
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penalty  mail:  Provided  further,  That  all  necessary  expenses 
including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance, 
improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property 
belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall 
be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  pui*poses 
hereof. 

r ederal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation :  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  of  this  title 
shall  be  used  for  any  crop  insurance  operations  other  than 
the  continuation  of  the  trial  crop  insurance  program,  as 
authorized,  and  expenses  necessary  in  the  liquidation  of 
insurance  contracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  crops  of  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax. 

Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 
specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  III— EEDUCTION  IN  APPROPKIATION 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

The  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  by 
section  32,  as  amended,  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7 
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1  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ),  are  hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1, 

2  1947,  and  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered 

3  into  the  Treasury  immediately  thereafter. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 

FISCAL  YEAR  1948 


•  _ 

i  May  23,  1947. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


;  Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

RJIPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  3601] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  presents  herewith  the  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
.  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948. 

The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  contained  in  the 
'  Budget  on  pages  257  to  380,  and  in  House  Documents  Nos.  186 
and  214  of  the  present  session. 

The  bill  as  reported  represents  an  over-all  reduction  of  $383,427,742 
below  the  over-all  budget  estimate  of  $1,188,571,318.  It  is  below 
the  over-all  total  for  1947  of  $1,274,686,051  by  the  sum  of  $469,542,475. 

[  The  sums  referred  to  include  direct  appropriations,  reappropriations 
)  (in  1947  only),  loan  authorizations,  and  the  transfer  and  prop>osed 
'  transfers  of  funds  of  money  from  section  32  funds,  being  30  percent 
of  the  customs  receipts.  The  bill  provides  direct  appropriations  of 
I  $569,713,866  which  is  $235,427,742  below  the  budget  estimate. 

,  Added  to  the  reduction  just  indicated  is  $148,000,000  of  the  permanent 
i  appropriation  under  section  32,  which  the  committee  has  rescinded 
in  title  III  of  the  bill,  makes  a  total  reduction  in  annual  and-permanent 
appropriations,  through  action  on  this  bill,  of  $383,427,742. 
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The  increases  and  decreases  above  referred  to  are  set  out  in  the 
following  statement:  \ 


i 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— ), 
committee  bill  compared 

Item 

Appropria¬ 
tions,  1947 

Budget  esti- 

Committee 
bill,  1948 

witn— 

Appropria¬ 
tions,  1947 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1948 

$660,249, 211 
133, 784, 292 
370, 000, 000 

$805, 141, 608 

$569, 713, 866 

-$90, 535, 345 
-133,784,292 
-145,000,000 

-$235,427, 742 

Reappropriations  . . 

Loan  authorizations . . 

225, 000, 000 

225, 000, 000 

Transfer  of  funds  from  perma- 

nent  appropriations . . 

75, 000, 000 

100, 000, 000 

-75, 000, 000 

-100,000,000 

Limitation  on  administrative 

expenses  from  corporate 

[8,  760, 000] 

[8, 450, 000] 

[8, 450, 000] 

[-310,000] 

r  t 

Grand  totals,  excluding 

net  permanent  appro- 

1, 239, 033, 503 

1, 130, 141,  608 

794, 713, 866 

-444, 319, 637 

-335,  427, 742 

Add  net  total  for  permanent 

appropriations  shown  in 
table  of  permanent  appro¬ 
priations  (p.  66) _ 

52,  747, 348 

58, 429, 710 

10, 429, 710 

-42, 317, 638 

-48, 000, 000 

Grand  totals,  including 

permanents . . . 

1, 291, 780, 851 

1,188, 571,318 

805, 143,  576 

-486, 637, 275 

-383, 427, 742 

Deduct  transfers  authorized  to 

be  made  between  existing  ap¬ 
propriations  to  meet  pay 
costs  under  Public  Law  390, 
79th  Cong . . . 

-17,094,800 

-17, 094,800 

Grand  totals  (net)... . 

1,  274,  686,  051 

1, 188,  571, 318 

805, 143, 576 

-469, 542, 475 

-383, 427,  742 

Detailed  tables  of  the  several  classes  referred  to  in  the  above  sum¬ 
mary  may  be  found  on  pages  48  to  68.  At  the  end  of  this  report 
there  will  also  be  found  a  table  of  the  trust  funds  which  will  amount, 
in  1948,  to  $19,892,100. 

UNUSUAL  INTEREST  IN  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL  FOR  THE 

FISCAL  YEAR  1948 

Never,  within  the  recollection  of  the  members  of  the  Committee- 
on  Agricultural  Appropriations,  has  there  been  such  interest  in  the 
annual  supply  bill  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Doubtless,-, 
there  are  many  reasons.  Since  the  termination  of  World  War  II, 
there  has  been  speculation  concerning  the  condition  of  agriculture 
in  the  postwar  period,  and  the  possibility  of  inheriting  a  surplus 
problem  similar  to  that  whicl\  obtained  after  World  War  I,  in  the  early 
twenties  and  again  in  the  early  thirties.  To  be  sure,  there  is 
always  present  that  never-ending  interest  in  the  products  of  the  soil 
on  the  part  of  the  many  agricultural  constituencies  which  are  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  House,  and  it  is  oidy  natural  that  this  annual  supply 
bill  should  beget  a  broader  interest  than  any  other  appropriation 
measure  coming  before  the  House. 
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In  a  single  clay,  during  the  deliberations  of  the  subcommittee,  116 
witnesses,  of  whom  71  were  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
presented  themselves  to  testify  on  some  phase  of  this  bill.  An  aggre¬ 
gate  of  departmental,  congressional,  and  outside  witnesses  is  in 
excess  of  400  persons.  There  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
committee  to  hear  every  witness  in  order  that  a  complete  record  might 
be  made.  Consideration  of  the  bill  up  to  the  time  when  the  report 
was  ‘Completed  and  the  bill  presentecl  to  the  whole  Committee  on 
Appropriations  covered  a  period  of  more  than  8  weeks,  and  should 
serve  as  persuasive  evidence  to  the  country  of  the  amount  of  work 
that  goes  into  the  preparation  of  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Back  to  primary  sources 

It  is  quite  clear  from  the  testimony  which  the  committee  received 
from  all  sources  that  there  is  today  a  new  emphasis  in  agriculture. 
The  accent  is  on  research.  It  has  become  almost  a  household  word 
in  the  whole  domain  of  agidculture  and  is  a  healthy  indication  that, 
more  and  more,  farmers  and  those  identified  with  farm  policy  are 
becoming  increasingly  interested  in  what  is  commonly  called  the 
know-how  of  agriculture. 

It  is  of  more  than  passing  interest  that  this  new  accent  is  like  a 
revival  of  the  sentiment  which  impelled  the  creation  of  this  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Government.  On  Alay  15,  1862,  the  bill  which  established 
a  Department  of  Agriculture  in  the  Federal  Government  was  signed 
by  President  Abraham  Lincoln,  and  the  15th  of  May  1947  marked  the 
eighty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  creation  of  the  Department. 

It  is  therefore  meet  and  proper  that  the  language  of  the  original 
act  be  quoted  here  to  indicate  the  reasons  for  the  creation  of  the 
Department.  That  act  recites  in  part,  that: 

There  shall  be  at  the  seat  of  government  a  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
general  design  of  which  shall  be  to  acquire  and  to  diffuse  among  the  people  of  the 
United  States  useful  information  on  subjects  connected  with  agriculture,  in  the 
most  general  and  comprehensive  sense  of  that  word  and  to  procure,  propagate, 
and  distribute  among  the  people  new  and  valuable  seeds  and  plants. 

The  act  goes  on  to  define  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  recites  in  part,  that: 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  procure  and  preserve  all  information  con¬ 
cerning  agriculture  which  he  can  obtain  by  means  of  books  and  correspondence, 
and  by  practical  and  scientific  experiments,  accurate  records  of  which  experiments 
shall  be  kept  in  his  office,  by  the  collection  of  statistics,  and  by  any  other  appro¬ 
priate  means  within  his  power;  he  shall  collect  new  and  valuable  seeds  and  plants, 
shall  test,  by  cultivation,  the  value  of  such  of  them  as  may  require  such  tests; 
shall  propagate  such  as  may  be  worthy  of  propagation;  and  shall  distribute  them 
among  the  agriculturists. 

It  must  be  obvious  that  the  purpose  of  a  Department  of  Agriculture 
was  the  conduct  of  research  and  the  diffusion  of  its  fruits  among  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation.  After  the  elapse  of  four  score  and  five  years 
it  is  interesting  to  note  that  once  more  the  emphasis  is  on  research 
and  know-how,  rather  than  upon  action  programs  which  may  con- 
stitute  an  undue  burden  upon  the  Federal  Treasury. 

GROWTH 

We  have  come  far  since  President  Lincoln  signed  that  bill  in  1862, 
Like  every  agency  of  Government,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
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was  then  quite  small  and  the  appropriations  so  modest  that  they  would 
have  caused  scarcely  any  comment  in  this  day  when  Congress  and  the 
country  deal  with,  astronomical  sums.  The  growth  and  size  of  the 
Department  today  can  be  estimated  from  certain  physical  factors  such 
as  the  space  occupied  and  the  number  of  personnel.  In  1946  the 
Department  occupied  1,458,482  square  feet  in  Federal  buildings  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  68,451  square  feet  of  rented  space  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  2,097,373  square  feet  in  Federal  buildings  outside 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  3,510,459  square  feet  of  rented  space 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  therefore  occupies  an  aggregate 
of  7,134,765  square  feet  of  office  space,  or  a  total  of  approximately 
170  acres,  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  This  would  doubtless  exceed 
the  fondest  dreams  that  its  creator  ever  entertained. 

Geveral  evaluation  of  the  work 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  concerns  itself  with  every  function 
and  activity  which  is  of  interest  to  the  farmer  and  to  a  stable  agri¬ 
culture.  It  begins  with  the  soil  and  the  conservation  of  that  soil  as  a 
natural  resource  which  we  hold  in  trust  for  future  generations.  It 
deals  with  the  seed  and  the  plants  which  go  into  the  soil  and  which 
embody  our  hopes  for  a  continued  subsistence.  It  interests  itself  in 
farm  buildings  and  more  useful  and  convenient  living  for  farm  families 
and  the  housing  of  livestock  and  machinery.  It  encompasses  the 
electrification  of  the  farm  and  its  beautification  as  an  incentive  for 
keeping  young  people  on  the  land.  Its  activities  follow  the  produce  of 
the  far.m  to  the  market  where  they  are  devoted  to  better  distribution, 
to  a  better  dissemination  of  information  on  prices  and  markets,  and 
to  a  better  knowledge  of  grading.  It  evidences  an  interest  in  both 
the  domestic  and  foreign  markets  for  the  farmer’s  produce  and  for  an 
expansion  of  those  markets  through  diversion  programs  and  new  uses. 

It  is  obviously  interested  in  the  price  which  a  farmer  receives  and 
concerns  itself  with  economic  devices,  such  as  loans  and  price  supports, 
in  the  interest  of  price  stabilit}"  and  the  equality  of  purchasing  power 
for  the  farmer.  Finally,  it  concerns  itself  also  about  farm  credit, 
whether  it  be  for  conducting  farm  operations  or  for  the  purchase  of  a 
farm.  All  these  come  within  the  purview  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

WHOSE  RESPONSIBILITY? 

In  appraising  the  needs  of  the  Department  for  the  next  fiscal  year 
and  in  orienting  itself  to  the  needs  of  agriculture  for  other  years 
which  lie  ahead,  the  committee  has  given  more  and  more  attention 
and  discussion  to  the  question  of  Federal  responsibility  for  agriculture  ! 
and  to  what  extent  that  responsibility  should  be  borne  by  the  Federal 
Government.  It  can  scarcely  be  contended  that  the  various  States, 
most  of  which  have  comfortable  bank  balances  as  distinguished  from 
the  Federal  Government  with  a  $258,000,000,000  debt,  and  which 
derive  profit  and  taxes  from  our  farm  domain  and  from  farmers’ 
incomes,  do  not  have  a  stake  in  farmers’  achievements  and  in  the 
progress  of  agriculture. 

Members*  of  the  committee,  like  all  other  Members  of  Congress, 
have  carefully  pondered  the  road  down  which  agriculture  shall  travel. 
Shall  it  at  long  last  be  the  paternalistic  road  along  which  there  are 
subsidies  and  grants  coupled  with  more  and  more  direction  from 
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Washington  or  shall  we  move  back,  in  some  degree  at  least,  to  the 
road  set  forth  in  the  act  signed  by  Abraham  Lincoln,  along  which  one 
may  find  the  bench  marks  of  research,  the  diffusion  of  useful  knowl¬ 
edge,  improved  market  news,  the  necessary  supports  and  loans,  and 
a  larger  degree  of  reliance  upon  the  individual  farmer.  As  we  give 
thought  to  such  a  problem  as  soil  conservation  and  to  the  saving  of 
the  surface  of  our  land  from  the  influences  of  erosion,  we  also  have 
the  responsibility  of  pursuing  those  "policies  that  will  prevent  the 
erosion  of  that  rugged  individual  character  which  has  made  the 
American  farmer  the  greatest  producer  of  agricultural  commodities 
in  any  time  or  generation  in  the  world’s  history. 

THE  COMMITTEE  APPROACH 

Wlien  all  is  said  and  done  the  appropriation  of  funds  must  be  geared 
to  some  kind  of  a  basic  philosophy. 

The  committee  could  follow  the  route  of  indiscriminate  reductions 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  substantial  economies  but  such  a  course 
might  result  in  the  serious  crippling  of  essential  functions  or  in  nulli¬ 
fying  the  remainder  of  the  appropriation  carried  for  such  an  activity. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  committee  can  follow  a  basic  approach  which 
preserves  the  essential  functions,  eliminates  those  which  are  not 
regarded  as  indispensable,  and  reduces  waste,  extravagance,  and  dupli¬ 
cation  with  constant  emphasis  upon  those  research  activities  which  in 
the  judgment  of  the  committee  are  regarded  as  essential. 

Sometimes  the  elimination  of  a  single  man  from  a  scientific  bureau 
can  destroy  an  essential  step  in  an  entire  chain  of  scientific  endeavor 
and  thereby  make  the  rest  qf  the  work  fruitless  or  abortive  or  place 
it  in  a  status  which  will  only  delay  the  ultimate  result. 

Many  views  were  expressed  by  various  witnesses  to  the  effect  that 
the  farmer  coidd  not  and  would  not  do  for  himself  some  of  those  essen¬ 
tial  things  which  cannot  be  immediately  measured  in  terms  of  cash. 
With  this  view  the  committee  does  not  agree  because  it  has  too  much 
confidence  in  the  self-reliance  and  capacity  of  the  American  farmer. 

The  question  of  duplication  was  often  in  evidence  and  many  pro¬ 
tests  concerning  duplication  of  activities  and  facilities  have  come  to 
the  committee  from  time  to  time.  The  need  for  eliminating  duplica¬ 
tion  was  so  well  summed  up  by  one  farm  leader  who  said  in  effect 
“Congress  wouldn’t  think  of  having  one  rural  carrier  to  deliver  first- 
class  mail,  another  rural  carrier  to  deliver  second-class  mail  and  still 
a  third  rural  carrier  to  deliver  third-class  mail  over  the  same  route.” 
This  was  his  way  of  expressing  the  need  for  consolidation  of  functions 
in  the  interest  of  a  more  efficient  operation. 

It  was  refreshing  also  to  hear  witness  after  witness  reaffirm  and 
reassert  his  interest  in  the  need  for  economy.  It  was  so  well  put  by 
an  humble  but  vigorous  farm  leader  from  Minnesota,  who  said  in  effect 
“We  do  not  ask  more  money  for  soil  conservation.  e  merely  ask  for 
more  conservation  for  the  same  money.”  The  committee,  therefore, 
in  its  final  deliberations  on  this  bill  followed  the  spirit  of  a  phrase 
which  is  in  common  use  in  the  Forestry  Service.  The  foresters  speak 
of  “selective  logging.”  The  committee  has  endeavored  in  its  consid¬ 
eration  of  this  bill  to  effectuate  “selective  reductions”  based  upon  the 
present  condition  of  agriculture  and  the  needs  of  the  future. 
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CONDITION  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Every  Member  of  Congress  should  read  carefully  the  very  excellent 
statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on  the  general  condi¬ 
tion  of  agriculture  as  a  whole.  It  is  a  splendid  report  and  evidences  a 
condition  never  attained  by  agriculture  in  any  country  in  any  time  or 
generation. 

In  that  statement  the  Secretary  points  out  that  our  farm  domain 
was  at  the  very  pimu'cle  of  production  in  1946  with  the  greatest  pro¬ 
duction  in  history.  Between  1910  and  1946,  the  value  of  assets  used 
in  agriculture  had  increased  from  53.7  billion  to  101.6  billion,  which 
is  an  increase  of  89  percent  in  that  period.  The  increase  in  the 
proprietor’s  equity  in  agriculture  increased  by  49.5  billion  dollars  or 
113  percent.  The  value  of  cash  and  bonds  in  the  hands  of  farmers 
jumped  from  4.2  billion  to  19  billion  while  on  the  other  hand  farmers’ 
debts  dropped  from  10  billion  to  8.3  billion.  The  value  of  farmers’ 
livestock,  equipment  and  inventories  had  increased  by  63  percent  and 
the  value  of  farm  lands  by  68  percent.  Here  then,  is  unparalleled 
testimony  to  the  splendid  conditions  of  American  agriculture. 

THE  president’s  VIEW 

Doubtless,  this  information  was  before  the  President  when  he 
compiled  and  presented  his  budget  message  to  Congress  on  January 
10,  1947.  The  President’s  observations  are  quite  worthy  of  repetition. 
The  President  said,  in  part,  referring  to  soil-conservation  payments: 

A  year  ago  the  budget  message  recommended  gradual  reduction  of  these  pay-  ' 
ments  and  that  recommendation  is  now  renewed.  More  than  60  percent  of  the 
total  payments  go  to  about  one-eighth  of  the  'Nation’s  farmers.  Most  of  this  ; 
money,  thus,  is  being  paid  to  a  comparatively  small  number  of  farmers,  who, 
because  of  their  strong  position  in  American  agriculture  would  undoubtedly  con¬ 
tinue  the  best  farm-management  practices  without  the  persuasion  of  a  bonus  from 
the  Treasury. 

We  should  shift  our  effort  from  this  kind  of  subsidy  to  providing  technical 
guidance  to  all  farmers  for  soil  conservation  and  management  along  the  lines  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  Extension  Service.  I  therefore  propose 
that  the  appropriation  act  limit  the  conservation  and  use  program  for  the  crop  ' 
year  1948  to  .$200,000,000  instead  of  the  $300,000,000  program  to  which  we  are 
committed  for  the  crop  year  1947.  This  will  not  affect  expenditures  materially  ; 
until  the  fiscal  year  1949*. 

Wliile  the  committee  does  not  agree  with  the  President  concerning 
commitments  in  the  crop  year  1947,  it  cites  this  expression  from  the 
President  to  indicate  that  the  Chief  Executive  has  had  in  mind  a 
shift  of  emphasis  from  subsidies  to  technical  guidance  on  the  ground 
that  many  farmers  are  in  a  strong  position  to  continue  sound  farm 
practices  without  a  bonus  from  the  Federal  Treasury. 

This  logic  is  in  substantial  accord  with  the  viewpoint  followed  by 
the  subcommittee  in  determining  the  various  needs  of  agriculture  for 
the  fiscal  year  1948.  (See  p.  23,  post,  for  discussion  of  committee’s 
action  on  the  President’s  recommendation.) 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

While  the  estimates  for  the  Extension  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
total  $23,660,150,  only  $827,200  of  this  estimated  amount  is  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  the  balance  is  distributed  among  the'  States 
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under  various  acts  of  Congress  which  go  back  to  1914  and  are  used 
at  the  State  level. 

In  addition,  the  States  participate  in  matching  these  funds  to  the 
extent  of  $25,669,716,  so  that  the  total  funds  available  for  this  function 
,  froni  all  sources  will  be  $52,992,540. 

It  was  at  this  point  that  the  committee  engaged  in  a  long  and 
;  earnest  discussion  concerning  the  duplication  of  many  field  activities 
!  of  the  Department  and  hoped  to  contrive  a  policy  or  a  vehicle  whereby 
these  functions  might  be  consohdated.  The  general  limitations  on 
!  an  appropriation  bill,  however,  stood  in  the  way  and  the  committee 
;  respectfully  suggests  to  the  Legislative  Committee  on  Agriculture  for 
I  the  House  of  Representatives  that  tliis  matter  deserves  immediate 
'  attention. 

At  the  present  time  the  Extension  Service  has  on  its  rolls  10,419 
i  persons  consisting  of  State  supervisors,  specialists,  county  agents, 
i  home  demonstration  agents,  boys’  club  agents,  clerks  and  assistants, 
I  virtually  all  of  whom  operate  at  the  field  level  and  maintain  close 
t  contact  with  farmers  in  disseminating  the  research  fruits  and  the 
I  recommended  practices  of  the  Department. 

I  At  the  same  time  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  in  its  field  operation 
i  maintains  7  regional  offices  with  860  persons,  50  State  offices  with  419 
i  persons,  550  district  offices  with  1,000  persons,  and  2,268  work  unit 
j  offices  with  9,350  persons. 

To  this  large  field  operation  there  must  be  added  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  wdth  a  total  of  8,100  persons  operating  at  area,  district, 
and  county  levels.  It  appears  reasonably  clear  that  there  is  both  ad- 
f  ministrative  and  functional  duplication  in  the  field  between  those 
agencies  and  immediate  steps  should  be  taken  to  develop  programs  at 
county  levels  under  unified  management  whereby  substantial  addi¬ 
tional  economies  might  be  effected.  The  Extension  Service  was, 
i  therefore,  left  intact  ■without  a  reduction. 

i  FOREST  SERVICE 

For  fiscal  1948  there  was  an  over-all  estimate  for  the  Forest  Service 
of  $66,145,500.  It  has  become  a  vast  domain  of  activity  but  that 
observation  is  not  intended  to  convey  the  impression  that  forestry  is 
not  important.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  more  and  more,  forestry  is  com¬ 
ing  to  be  regarded  as  an  annual  crop  with  definite  cash  income  benefits 
•  to  farmers  in  all  sections  of  the  country.  There  is  a  growing  interest 
in  forestry  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  more  than  threescore  wit¬ 
nesses  appeared  to  testify  on  one  item  or  another  in  the  Forest  Service 
estimate. 

The  committee  points  out  first  of  all  that  there  has  been  no  sub¬ 
stantial  increase  in  the  acreage  of  the  national  forests  since  1938. 

There  has  been  an  undue  emphasis  on  public  relations  by  the  Forest 
)  Service  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  114  persons  are  employed  in  in- 
I  forma tional  and  educational  activities.  Some  of  the  projects  for  which 
funds  were  requested  appeared  highly  nebulous  in,  character  and  in 
some  cases  the  work  appeared  to  be  rather  academic. 

I  On  those  items  in  which  there  was  such  broad  public  interest  and 
I  for  which  there  appear  to  be  genuine  justification,  such  as  forest-fire 
I  cooperation  and  farm-forestry  cooperation,  the  committee  made  no 
!  reductions.  Nor  did  it  reduce  many  of  the  field  and  research  functions 
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which  the  Forestry  Service  presently  pursues.  It  does,  however,  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  reductions  which  are  tabulated  below  are  fully  justified 
and  that  there  will  be  no  impairment  of  the  usefulness  and  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  Forest  Service. 

PUBLIC  RELATIONS  AND  PUBLICITY  ACTIVITIES 

It  was  reported  to  the  committee  by  the  Department  that  a  total  of 
approximately  500  persons  were  devoting  approximately  340  man- 
years  of  work  to  “public  relations  and  publicity  activities.” 

The  Department  contends  that  all  of  such  work  is  in  connection 
with  the  “diffusion  among  the  people  of  the  United  States  of  useful 
information  on  subjects  connected  with  agriculture,”  as  authorized 
in  the  basic  act  of  1862.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the  word  “useful”  is  a 
higldy  relative  term.  The  members  of  the  committee,  as  well  as 
Members  of  the  House  generally,  are  constantly  coming  across  publi¬ 
cations  and  releases  whose  “usefulness”  in  connection  with  agriculture 
is  of  questionable  degree.  Many  recipients  of  such  publications  or 
releases  have  mailed  them  to  the  committee  or  to  Members  of  the 
House  deploring  the  waste  of  public  funds  in  their  preparation  and 
mailing. 

It  had  been  the  purpose  of  the  committee  to  reduce  tc  250  man-years 
the  amount  of  work  permitted  to  be  done  under  this  head  during  the 
fiscal  year  1948.  However,  it  was  foimd  all  but  impossible  to  draft 
a  provision  in  such  terms  as  would  not  endangei  the  fundamental 
work  of  the  Department  in  diffusing  essential  information  pertaining 
to  agriculture.  The  committee  believes  it  is  a  matter  which  can  be 
controlled  by  the  more  flexible  device  of  administrative  regulation, 
without  injury  to  agriculture,  and  has  decided  to  give  the  Department 
the  opportunity  to  “reform  itself.”  It  is  believed  that  under  a  pur¬ 
poseful  and  rigid  supervision  which  will  prescribe  essentiality  and  a 
high  degree  of  unquestionable  “usefulness  to  agriculture”  for  all  pub¬ 
licity  and  public  relations  activities,  the  Department  should  be  able 
to  achieve  the  purpose  of  the  committee  in  effecting  the  reduction 
above  indicated.  Its  success  in  so  doing  will  be  measured  by  the 
committee  next  year  when  it  will  call  for  a  report  of  such  activities 
for  1948,  to  be  compared  with  the  report  submitted  this  session. 

BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT,  AND  BUDGET  BUREAU  ESTIMATES 

On  page  197  of  the  hearings  it  will  be  observed  that  the  total  of  all 
estimates  presented  to  the  Department  by  the  various  bureaus  in  the 
Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  was  $1,611,961,683.  These  esti¬ 
mates  were  then  canvassed  by  the  departmental  staff  and  reduced  to 
$1,448,757,528.  This  then  was  the  estimate  presented  to  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in  turn  thereupon  recan¬ 
vassed  these  estimates  and  finally  reduced  them  to  $1,198,571,318. 
These  figures  would  indicate  that  by  action  of  the  Budget  Bureau  the 
estimates  as  originally  submitted  by  the  component  agencies  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  were  reduced  hy  more  than  $400,000,000 
before  they  were  presented  to  the  Congress. 

There  follow  somewhat  more  detailed  discussions  of  the  committee’s 
action  on  the  several  budget  requests. 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Salaries  and  expenses.~\n  view  of  the  substantial  reductions  made 
in  the  many  action-program  appropriations  carried  in  the  bill,  the 
committee  feels  that  the  work  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  will  be 
substantially  reduced.  The  budget  estimate  involves  an  increase  of 
$118,350.  Certain  items  among  those  increases  have  been  approved 
by  the  committee  as  follows:  Replacement  of  the  official  autoihobile 
for  the  use  of  the  Secretary,  $3,000;  for  the  establishment  of  a  health 
program  for  employees  under  the  act  of  August  8,  1946,  $45,000;  and 
within-grade  salary  advancements,  $26,850.  The  committee  has 
m.ade  a  reduction  of  $100,000  in  the  budget  of  $2,150,000  for  this 
item  in  the  belief  that  the  increases  above  referred  to  can  be  provided 
for  through  administrative  adjustments  of  the  remaining  objects  of 
expenditure. 

Penalty  mail. — The  budget  estimate  for  penalty  mail  is  in  the  sum 
of  $3,686,000,  which  the  committee  has  reduced  by  $500,000.  Else¬ 
where  in  the  bill  the  committee  has  eliminated  the  agricultural  ' 
conservation  payment  program  for  1948.  The  penalty  mail  allotment 
to  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration  from  this  appropria¬ 
tion  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,746,491,  of  which  $938,000  is  estimated  for  use 
in  connection  with  that  program.  It  is  obvious  that  the  major 
portion  of  the  latter  sum  would  be  expended  in  connection  with 
planning  and  carrying  out  the  program  for  1948  and  since  that  has  been 
eliminated,  the  committee  believes  a  cut  of  $500,000  in  the  penalty 
mail  estimate  can  be  made  with  entire  safety. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT 

The  budget  includes  an  estimate  of  $19,000,000  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  August  14,  1946,  otherwise  known 
as  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act,  or  the  Hope-Flannagan  Act. 
The  committee  held  exhaustive  hearings  with  departmental  witnesses 
on  this  estimate  as  well  as  from  a  large  number  of  individuals  and 
organizations.  Since  this  is  the  first  year  of  a  very  far-reaching  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  contemplated  to  increase  in  appropriations  after  5 
years  to  the  level  of  approximately  $61,000,000,  the  committee 
believes  the  launching  of  the  program  should  be  approached  in  the 
light  of  all  research  already  being  done  that  has  a  direct  or  indhect 
influence  on  marketing.  It  is  to  be  noted,  also,  that  the  department 
itself  does  not,  as  yet,  have  a  well-developed  program  embracing  the 
appropriations  requested,  nor  following  the  recommendations  of  the 
legislative  committee’s  report  of  1946. 

The  committee  has  been  somewhat  more  liberal  with  respect  to  the 
amounts  to  be  allotted  to  the  land-grant  colleges  than  with  the  other 
divisions  of  the  program.  As  against  a  budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000 
for  payments  to  the  State  experiment  stations,  the  bill  provides 
$3,000,000.  For  the  remaining  three  projects  under  the  act,  the  biU 
provides  $1,000,000  for  each,  a  total  appropriation  for  the  initial 
year  of  the  act,  of  $6,000,000.  The  committee  was  impressed  with 
the  evidence  given  as  to  the  importance  and  value  of  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  program,  but  believes  that  such  a  program  should 
be  clear  of  any  charge  of  duplication  and  should  reflect  research  truly 
in  the  direction  of  increasing  the  flow  of  agriculture  products  in  com- 

H.  Kept.  450,  80-1 - 2 
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merce  by  projects  designed  to  increase  consumption.  The  Congress 
obviously  contemplated  an  independent  merchandising  program,  not 
a  supplementary  appendix  to  an  existing  production  research  program. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

The  budget  estimate  of  $2,525,000  for  the  Office  of  the  Sohcitor 
has  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $100,000.  In  view  of  the  many  sub¬ 
stantial  reductions  in  the  program  items  throughout  the  bill  which 
require  the  services  of  the  Solicitor’s  office,  the  committee  believes 
that  it  can  function  efficiently  imder  the  reduced  expenditm-e  and  at 
the  same  time  make  the  necessary  within-grade  salary  promotions. 
The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  an  overhauling  of  the  organiza¬ 
tional  set-up  in  the  Solicitor’s  office  whereby  more  legal  talent  can 
be  devoted  to  actual  legal  work  rather  than  supervision  could  effec¬ 
tuate  additional  economies  in  this  office. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  of  $700,000  for  salaries 
and  expenses  represents  an  increase  of  $38,950  over  the  appropriations 
for  the  current  year.  Of  this  increase,  $10,950  is  for  within-grade 
salary  advancements;  $20,000  is  for  additional  work  in  answering 
public  and  congressional  requests  for  information;  and  $8,000  is  for 
an  mcrease  in  the  accounting  and  auditing  staff.  It  is  in  this  office 
that  much  of  the  Department’s  publicity  work  is  carried  on.  In 
applying  the  recommended  reduction  of  $125,000  in  this  item,  the 
Department  will,  of  course,  have  in  mind  the  considerations  discussed 
above  under  the  caption,  “Public  relations  and  publicity  activities.” 

Printing  and  binding. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount 
of  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,607,000  for  printing  and  binding,  which  is 
an  increase  of  $296,400  above  the  current  appropriation.  This 
increase  is  occasioned  primarily  by  the  recent  advance  in  the  cost  of 
printing.  It  was  reported  to  the  committee  that  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  printing  and  binding  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1947  and 
as  proposed  for  1948,  is  less  than  half  that  in  any  of  the  three  fiscal 
years,  1940-42.  These  are  factors  beyond  the  control  of  the  committee 
or  of  the  Department,  and  the  committee  was  unable  to  justify  any 
reduction. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,375,400  for 
crop  and  livestock  estimates,  which  is  but  $50  less  than  the  estimated 
obligations  for  the  fiscal  year  1947.  The  committee  beheves  the 
importance  of  the  crop  and  livestock  estimates  cannot  be  overstressed. 
Economic  investigations,  to  the  contrary,  do  not  enjoy  the  same 
confidence  and  esteem  of  the  committee.  It  is  believed  that  much 
of  the  work  in  the  field  of  economic  investigations  is  highly  speculative 
in  nature,  economics  being  one  of  the  least  precise  of  the  sciences,  if, 
indeed,  it  may  be  dignified  by  that  term.  It  is  believed  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  of  economic  investigations  may  be  drastically  curtailed  without 
any  injury  to  the  work  of  the  Department,  if  the  objectives  of  such 
investigations  are  carefully  determined  and  made  specifically  appli¬ 
cable  to  work  of  the  Department  requiring  such  investigations.  One 
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of  the  activities  of  the  Department  toward  which  the  committee 
beheves  the  studies  of  this  agency  should  be  directed  is  that  of  the  new 
research  and  marketing  program,  the  initial  appropriation  for  which 
is  being  made  in  this  bill.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  budget 
estimate  of  $2,493,600  in  the  sum  of  $750,000  and  feels  sure  that  in 
doing  so  it  has  not  imposed  any  real  injury  upon  agriculture.  The 
committee  was  well  impressed  with  the  sincerity  and  the  ability  of  the 
head  of  this  office,  namely,  Mr.  O.  V.  Wells,  and  appreciates  his  assur¬ 
ance  given  to  the  committee  that  he  would  endeavor  to  carry  on  the 
program  within  whatever  sum  the  Congress  shall  appropriate. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

The  budget  estimate  of  $728,000,  which  is  the  amount  available  for 
the  cm-rent  year,  has  been  cut  in  the  sum  of  $100,000.  As  in  the  case 
of  economic  investigations,  this  activity  occupies  a  field  of  somewhat 
indefinite  boundaries.  The  committee  feels  sure  that  the  work  can 
be  carried  on  under  the  reduced  amount  without  injury  to  agriculture 
and  it  also  believes  that  this  appropriation  is  one  where  the  work 
should  be  oriented  toward  the  newly  established  marketing  and 
research  program.  The  committee  was  disposed  to  make  a  larger 
reduction  in  this,  amount  and  refrained  from  doing  so  only  because 
of  the  possibility  that  foreign  outlets  for  agricultural  commodities 
may  require  additional  emphasis  in  the  fiscal  year  1948. 

RESEARCH 

'  In  the  research  bureaus  under  the  general  administrative  head  of  the 
(  Agricultural  Eesearch  Administration,  reductions  were  made  in  some 
of  these  projects  on  the  ground  that  many  of  them  had  been  in  process 
'  for  a  good  many  years  and  should  be  terminated  or  brought  to  com¬ 
pletion.  The  committee  was  of  the  opinion  that  some  of  the  scientific 
I  talent  in  these  Bureaus  was  scattered  pretty, thinl}’-  and  that  better 
I  results  could  be  obtained  by  reducing  the  number  of  lines  of  work  and 
!  concentrating  upon  certain  selective  activities  that  appeared  of  greater 
\  importance  to  agriculture  as  a  whole.  These  reductions  are  in  nowise 
1  intended  to  cripple  scientific  work  but  rather  to  concentrate  it  along 
1  the  most  useful  lines  in  the  interest  of  more  expeditious  results. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 

Office  of  the  Administrator. — Several  years  ago,  the  Secretary,  by 
;  administrative  order,  established  the  Agricultural  Research  Admin¬ 
istration,  with  an  administrator,  and  staff,  under  whose  supervision 
and  direction  the  following  research  activities  were  grouped:  Special 
Research  Fund,  Office  of  Experiment  Stations,  Bureau  of  Animal  In¬ 
dustry,  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry,  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Bureau 
of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine,  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and 
Industrial  Chemistry,  and  the  Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home 
■  Economics.  Under  a  recent  administratHe  order,  all  other  research 
activities  of  the  Department  have  been  brought  under  the  supervision 
and  control  of  the  Office  of  the  Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
1  Research  Administration.  These  include  the  research  activities  of 
I  the  Forest  Service,  those  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  and  will 
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also  include  the  Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials,  which 
is  provided  for  elsewhere  in  the  bill.  In  addition  to  the  supervision 
of  research,  the  Office  of  the  Administrator  controls  and  operates  the 
Agricultural  Research  Center  at  Beltsville,  Md.  The  center  occupies 
an  area  of  approximately  15,000  acres,  of  which  2,500  acres  is  used 
by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
The  value  of  the  remaining  acreage  and  the  structures  is  estimated  at 
about  $13,000,000.  The  custodial  function  relating  to  the  center  is 
under  the  Office  of  the  Administrator.  This  includes,  of  coiu’se,  the 
care  and  maintenance  of  buildings,  roadw^ays,  heating  and  lighting 
and  the  other  usual  custodial  sex’vices.  The  several  research  bureaus 
of  the  Department  carry  on  much  of  their  basic  fundamental  research 
at  the  center  up  to  the  point  where  the  application  of  the  research 
in  the  various  geographical  sections  of  the  country  become  operative 
and  the  work  is  then  suitably  allotted  to  the  various  regions.  It  is 
quite  obvious  that  increased  costs  of  labor  by  virtue  of  the  40-hour 
week  and  increased  cost  for  feed  and  supplies  has  materially  increased 
the  operating  cost  of  the  research  center  at  Beltsville  and  these  addi¬ 
tional  costs  must  be  taken  into  account. 

SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND 

The  budget  estimate,  $1,303,000,  for  the  special  research  fund 
is  in  the  amount  of  the  current  appropriation .  Here  the  committee  has 
imposed  a  cut  of  $100,000,  which  is  to  be  applied  to  the  special  projects 
carried  on  by  designation  of  the  Secretary  and  not  to  the  special  re¬ 
search  laboratories  in  the  major  agricultural  regions.  The  committee 
believes  that  the  program  under  this  fund  should  also  be  oriented  to  the 
new  activity  under  the  research  and  marketing  appropriation. 

STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  MATERIALS 

The  committee  has  provided  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate 
of  $349,000  for  the  project  authorized  by  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946,  as  such  act  may  relate  to 
natural  rubber.  Exhaustive  hearings  were  held  on  this  activity  at 
which  the  committee  heard  witnesses  from  the  Army  and  Navy  ; 
Munitions  Board  respecting  the  military  importance  of  this  research 
as  well  as  from  the  representatives  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
under  which  the  e.xperiments  relating  to  rubber  production  are  to  be 
carried  on.  The  budget  estimate  breaks  down  into  two  separate  parts 
under  which  $170,000  is  to  be  spent  for  investigations  to  develop 
domestic  sources  of  natural  rubber  from  guayule  and  other  rubber 
plants  and  $179,000  for  investigations  of  improved  methods  for 
extracting  and  processing  rubber  from  such  plants.  In  view  of  the 
high  security  rating  of  this  item  and  of  the  character  of  the  testimony 
supporting  it,  the  committee  felt  it  would  not  be  justified  in  making 
any  reduction  under  the  budget  estimate  and  has  therefore  provided 
the  full  amount. 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA 

The  bill  carries  this  year,  for  the  first  time,  a  special  appropriation 
for  research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska.  This  Territory  has 
come  to  occupy  a  very  important  place  in  the  national  establishment. 
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I  It  is  now,  and  may  for  some  time  continue  to  be,  an  important  link 
i  in  the  chain  of  our  national  security. 

'  The  committee  had  the  benefit  of  the  testimony  of  witnesses  repre- 
i  senting  the  Secretary  of  War.  They  reported  that  the  Army  pro¬ 
curements  of  the  products  of  Alaska  farms  amount  to  but  6.35  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Army’s  total  procurements,  for  use  in  Alaska,  of  the  same 
products.  Such  commodities,  when  obtained  from  the  States  or  other 
outside  points  are  laid  down  m  Alaska  at  materially  increased  costs 
and  with  appreciable  losses  in  the  nutritional  quality  of  many  of  the 
products.  These  factors  seriously  affect  the  well-being  of  the  military 
personnel,  and  in  the  case  of  a  great  national  emergency  might  well 
constitute  a  disastrous  defect  in  logistics.  The  committee  believes 
that  the  importance  of  the  availability  of  locally  produced  food  and 
feed  supplies  for  any  military  force  is  obvious. 

It  is  reliably  reported  to  the  committee  that  a  very  substantial 
number  of  veterans  have  already  gone  to  Alaska  and  that  many  more 
will  do  so  in  the  years  immediately  ahead.  Most  of  these  have  gone  to 
Alaska  with  the  view  of  taking  up  farming.  They  will  need  the 
guidance  which  can  be  supplied  only  as  the  result  of  careful  research. 

The  group  of  Department  of  Agriculture  research  scientists  which 
this  committee  sent  to  Alaska  last  summer  for  the  purpose  of  a 
reconnaissance  survey  of  the  need  for  agricultural  research  in  that 
Territory  has  submitted  what  is  probably  the  most  comprehensive 
report  ever  made  (see  hearings,  pp.  1833  et  seq.)  of  the  possibilities  of 
Alaska  agriculture  and  the  many  complex  problems  relating  thereto. 

The  committee  is  impressed  with  the  importance  of  a  program  of 
agricultural  research  in  that  Territory  of  far  greater  scope  than  has 
heretofore  been  conducted  under  the  comparatively  modest  Federal 
grants  to  the  Territorial  land-grant  college.  It  is  the  firm  conviction 
of  the  committee  that  the  national  aspects  of  this  problem  indicate 
that,  for  some  years  ahead,  all  agricultural  research  in  the  Territory 
should  be  carried  on  as  a  single  integrated  program  under  the  sole 
administration  and  authority  of  the  Federal  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
who  is  directly  responsible  to  the  Congress.  The  problem  presented 
;  is  of  such  grave  national  import  that  the  integration  suggested  above 
becomes  an  imperative  necessity. 

To  that  end,  the  bill  includes  a  single  appropriaton  of  $144,940 
for  research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska  (see  p.  18  of  the  bill). 
This  sum  includes  the  amounts  which  otherwise  would  have  been 
appropriated  for  the  Territorial  experiment  station  under  the  Hatch, 

1  Adams,  Purnell,  and  Banldiead- Jones  Acts.  In  addition,  there  is 
being  made  available  the  allotment  to  which  the  Territory  would  be 
entitled  under  the  appropriation  to  carry  out  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act,  approximating  $12,000.  The  bill  provides  that  the 
Temtorial  appropriations  for  the  experiment  station,  together  with 
all  lands,  buildings,  equipment,  and  products  now  under  the  control 
of  the  station,  shall  be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  by  him  used  to  carry  out  the  program.  Should  the  sale  of  pro¬ 
ducts,  the  receipts  from  which  are  returned  to  the  appropriation, 
equal  that  of  several  recent  years,  the  total  of  funds  available  for  this 
work  in  1948  will  be  somewhat  in  excess  of  $200,000 — more  than 
double  what  it  has  been  heretofore. 

The  Secretary  of  Agricultui’e  will  take  over  the  station  with  a  view 
to  continuing,  so  far  as  consonant  with  the  over-all  integrated  pro- 
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gram,  the  several  lines  of  research  in  existence  at  the  time  of  taking 
over.  He  will  so  plan  and  conduct  the  program  provided  for  in  the 
accompanying  bill  as  to  embrace,  among  others,  projects  suitable  for 
carrying  on  under  the  regular  land-grant  college  appropriations  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bankhead-Jones  Acts;  so  that 
when  the  operation  of  the  station  is  returned  to  the  university,  there 
will  be  possible  an  uninterrupted  continuity  of  land-grant  college 
research.  The  Secretary,  during  the  period  of  his  operations,  will 
preserve  and  continue  such  mutually  beneficial  relations  between  the 
station  and  the  university,  such  as  the  cooperative  exchange  of  per¬ 
sonnel  and  other  facilities,  as,  in  his  judgment,  will  facilitate  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  strong  research  program.  In  the  sale  of  farm  products 
resulting  from  research,  he  will  give  the  university  priority  of  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  purchase,  and  upon  terms  deemed  by  him  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  in  the  premises. 

It  is  expected  that  the  Territory  of  Alaska  will  continue  to  make 
appropriations  for  the  prosecution  of  the  integrated  program  under 
the  Federal  management  set  up  in  the  bill  to  the  same  extent  such 
appropriations  would  be  made  under  Territorial  management  of  the 
station. 

It  is  contemplated  that  the  time  will  come  when  the  Congress  will 
•determine  that  its  interest  in  and  responsibility  for  agricultural 
research  in  Alaska  may  be  adequately  discharged  through  the  making 
of  annual  grants  under  the  acts  above  referred  to,  at  which  time  the 
program  will  revert  to  its  former  status  of  control  and  administration 
by  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  all  lands,  buildings,  equipment,  ma¬ 
chinery,  livestock,  and  products  used  in  such  research  will  revert  to 
their  original  status. 

Beginning  with  the  fiscal  year  1934,  agricultural  research  in  Alaska 
has  been  carried  on  exclusively  by  the  Territorial  experiment  station 
under  the  University  of  Alaska  from  grants  made  to  such  station 
under  the  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bankhead-Jones  Acts,  together 
with  funds  which  have  been  appropriated  by  the  Territorial  Legisla- 
tme.  Including  the  annual  Federal  appropriation  of  $15,000,  first 
made  for  the  fiscal  year  1931,  the  total  of  funds  available  for  work 
by  the  experiment  station  from  1931  up  to  and  including  the  fiscal 
year  1945  is  as  follows: 


Federal  appropriations _ $343,  641.  50 

Territorial  appropriations _  62,  000.  00 

Proceeds  from  sale  of  products _  168,  599.  20 


Total _ : _  574,240.70 


'revious  to  the  time  covered  in  the  foregoing  table,  the  Federal 
epartment  of  Agriculture  had  for  many  years  conducted  agricultural 
research  in  a  small  way  at  various  points  in  Alaska.  In  the  appropri- 
tion  act  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1933,  appropriations  for  Federal  operation  of  research  in 
Alaska  were  discontinued.  ,  Under  the  authority  contained  in  said  act, 
which  was  reported  out  by  this  committee,  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  transferred  to  the  University  of  Alaska  title  to  the  lands  compris¬ 
ing  the  experiment  station,  together  with  the  buildings  thereon.  It 
is  these  lands,  originally  belonging  to  the  Government  and  later 
donated  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  plus  such  lands,  if  any,  which  may 
since  have  been  added  thereto,  which  the  accompanying  bill  makes 
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available  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  carrying  out 
the  emergency  program  of  research  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  divest  the  univereity  or  the 
experiment  station  of  the  title  to  the  lands  or  other  properties  which 
are  to  be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  When  the 
time,  referred  to  above,  arrives  that  the  Congress  shall  deem  its 
responsibility  for  agricultural  research  in  Alaska  will  be  adequately 
discharged  through  the  regular  Federal  grants  to  the  Territorial 
university,  the  Federal  administration  of  the  program  will  be  with¬ 
drawn  and  that  of  the  .university  authorities  will  be  restored.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  the  station  wiU  then  be  returned  to 
normal  Territorial  operation  as  a  vastly  improved  set-up,  which  will 
redound  greatly  to  the  benefit  of  Alaskan  agriculture  and  to  the  en¬ 
hancement  of  the  prestige  of  the  university  and  the  experiment 
station. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

The  budget  estimate  of  $7,206,208  for  payments  to  States  and 
Territories  is  in  the  same  amount  as  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  The 
committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  estimate  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  $44,940,  which  is  estimated  for  payment  to  Alaska.  This 
amount  has  been  included  in  the  total  appropriated  for  research  on 
agricultural  problems  of  Alaska  heretofore  mentioned  (see  innnediately 
above).  The  budget  estimate  of  $21 1 ,000  for  administration  of  grants 
and  coordination  of  research  with  States  has  been  allowed.  This 
represents  an  increase  of  $17,000  above  the  1947  appropriation,  of 
wHch  $14,000  is  to  enable  the  office  to  overcome  a  backlog  in  publica¬ 
tions  work  and  $3,000  is  on  account  of  within-grade  salary  advance¬ 
ments. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Rico. — The  committee  has  al¬ 
lowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $114,700,  which  is  a  decrease  of  $62,500 
represented  by  a  nonrecurring  item  included  in  the  act  for  last  year 
to  cover  the  cost  of  construction  of  improvements  at  the  station. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

The  following  budget  estimates  have  been  approved,  namely: 
Animal  husbandry,  $1,305,500,  an  mcrease  of  $169,000  above  the 
current  appropriation;  diseases  of  animals,  $1,045,000,  representing 
an  increase  of  $45,000  over  1947,  and  eradicating  tuberculosis  and 
Bang’s  disease,  $6,750,000,  the  amount  of  the  current  appropriation. 
The  budget  estimate  of  $1,340,000  for  Inspection  and  Quarantine 
has  been  cut  in  the  sum  of  $114,803,  of  which  $81,806  is  applicable 
to  the  project  for  control  of  interstate  shipment  of  livestock  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  spread  of  communicable  diseases  and  $32,997 
to  the  project  for  supervision  of  the  importation  of  hides,  forage,  etc. 
The  budget  estimate  of  $340,000  for  the  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act  has 
been  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $50,000.  In  the  view  of  the  committee, 
the  various  serums  have  become  fairly  well  standardized  and  do  not 
now  require  the  measure  of  supervision  and  control  as  formerly. 

Meat  inspection. — The  budget  carries  an  estimate  of  $11,140,000  for 
meat  inspection,  which  is  an  increase  of  $740,000  above  1947,  of  which 
$240,000  is  for  within-grade  salary  advancements  and  $500,000  is  for 
additional  veterinarians  and  lay  inspectors.  The  dispersion  of  the 
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^ meat^;ga£king_industry  to  plants  in  outlying  cities  and 

townsnusju^ec^t  years  occasioned  tKdnelieS^ty  for  iricf^aSesTn^he 
number  of  vetermarians  and  lay  inspectors.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
“Bimilax  inspection  service  which  has  for  a  number  of  years  been  pro¬ 
vided  to  plants  packing  seafood  products  is  now  being  paid  for  in  full 
by  the  packers  and  since  it  has  long  been  believed  that  the  cost  of 
meat  inspection  should  be  borne  by  the  product  through  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  fees  against  the  packers  measured  by  the  amount  and  the  cost 
of  services  received,  the  committee  has  included  legislation  which  will 
require  hereafter  that  the  packers  of  meat  products  pay  fees  in  amounts 
requisite  to  cover  the  cost  of  the  service  rendered  and  has  established 
and  appropriated  a  revolving  fund  of  $5,000,000,  which  is  a  reduction 
of  $6,140,000  under  the  budget  estimate.  If  the  committee’s  recom-  | 
mendations  receive  the  approval  of  the  Congress,  the  meat  inspection 
appropriation  will  disappear  from  the  bill  and  the  annual  pressure  for  ^ 
increasing  this  appropriation  to  meet  the  increasing  needs  will  no 
longer  be  present  for  the  reason  that  such  increasing  needs  will  auto-  ; 
maticaUy  be  cared  for  through  the  increased  fees  collected.  ' 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  budget  estimate  of  $1,136,000  which  is  an  increase  of  $142,188 
above  the  current  appropriation  has  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of 
$125,000  to  be  applied  as  follows:  To  the  investigations  of  the  influence  I 
of  breeding,  feeding,  and  management  practices  on  efficiency  of  pro¬ 
duction,  $75,000;  to  the  investigations  of  the  nutritional  and  other 
physiological  factors  affecting  the  usefulness  of  dairy  cattle,  $25,000, 
and  to  the  investigations  of  milk  and  milk  products,  $25,000. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,784,000,  an 
increase  of  $120,700  above  the  current  amount  for  investigations  of 
field  crops,  and  has  also  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,445,000, 
an  increase  above  the  current  amount  of  $199,700,  for  investigations 
of  fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops. 

Forest  diseases. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the 
budget  estimate  of  $440,000  for  forest  diseases  with  the  exception  of 
$80,720  allotted  for  work  on  diseases  of  young  natural  stands  and 
plantings  (including  white  pine  blister  rust,  chestnut  blight,  and  rust 
of  southern  pines). 

Agricultural  engineering. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $637,000.  This  includes  a  decrease 
of  $37,300  by  reason  of  a  nonrecurring  1947  item  for  repair  of  the 
physical  facilities  at  field  stations  and  an  increase  in  the  same  amount 
of  which  $30,000  is  for  increased  field  labor  costs  and  $7,300  for  within- 
grade  salary  advancements. 

National  Arboretum.  —The  budget  includes  $761,000  for  the  National 
Arboretum,  which  is  an  increase  of  $675,100  above  the  current  appro¬ 
priation.  The  committee  has  allowed  $350,000  of  this  increase  for  the 
purchase  of  six  tracts  of  land  needed  for  an  entranceway  and  to  round 
out  the  natural  boundaries  of  the  Arboretum,  and  $1,000  for  within- 
grade  salary  promotions.  The  options  for  the  purchase  of  these 
tracts  will  expire  July  31.  If  not  taken  up  now  they  cannot  be  secured 
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subsequently  except  at  very  great  advanced  cost.  The  remaining 
increases  relating  to  the  preparation  of  plans  for  a  development  pro¬ 
gram,  the  construction  of  needed  roads  and  the  installation  of  utility 
systems  have  been  disallowed. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Insect  investigations. — The  budget  estimate  for  insect  investigations 
is  in  the  sum  of  $3,150,000,  which  represents  an  increase  of  $200,500 
above  1947.  The  committee  has  made  a  total  reduction  of  $188,700 
as  follows:  The  budget  estimate  of  $182,100  for  insects  affecting  man 
and  animals  has  been  cut  back  to  $100,000;  the  estimate  of  $158,700 
for  identification  and  classification  of  insects  has  been  cut  back  to 
$100,000;  and  the  estimate  of  $222,900  for  control  investigations  has 
been  cut  back  to  $175,000. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control. — The  budget  estimate  for  insect 
and  plant  disease  control  is  $3,467,000,  which  is  an  increase  of  $115,400 
above  the  current  appropriation.  The  action  by  the  committee  on 
this  item  is  as  follows:  It  has  eliminated  entirely  the  allotments  for 
Dutch  elm  disease  control  with  the  exception  of  $51,800  for  work  to 
determine  action  to  be  taken  by  cooperating  agencies  to  protect  elm 
trees  in  areas  of  general  infection.  The  items  eliminated  are:  Identi¬ 
fication  of  infected  trees  $27,700;  quarantine  enforcement  $42,400, 
and  surveys  to  determine  the  areas  where  the  disease  occurs  as  a  basis 
for  quarantine  enforcement  $119,800,  making,  in  all,  a  total  reduction 
of  $269,900  under  the  Dutch  elm  project.  The  testimony  presented 
to  the  committee  was  to  the  effect  that  State  contributions  for  this 
work  are  falling  off,  evidencing  a  diminishing  hope  for  ultimate  control 
of  this  disease.  The  item  for  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil 
control  for  which  the  budget  allotment  is  $999,000,  has  been  reduced 
in  the  sum  of  $500,000.  The  committee  reduction  includes  complete 
elimination  of  work  in  wild  cotton  in  Florida  with  discretion  left  to 
the  Department  to  apply  the  remaining  portion  of  the  cut  among  the 
several  projects. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,000,000  for  foreign  plant  quaran- 
!  tines,  which  represents  an  increase  of  $258,000  over  1947.  This 
increase  is  due  primarily  to  the  increasing  number  of  airplane  arrivals 
'  from  foreign  points,  particularly  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  which 
'  constitute  serious  danger  areas.  The  committee  believes  that  it 
would  be  proper  for  the  cost  of  these  quarantine  inspections  to  be  met 
from  fees  collected  from  the  air  lines  or  other  carriers  bringing  pas¬ 
sengers  or  cargo  from  any  foreign  point  necessitating  the  quarantine 
and  inspection  measures  appropriated  for  under  this  item.  It  is 
;  e.xpected  the  Department  will  give  some  study  to  this  plan  during  the 
coming  year  with  a  view  of  reporting  its  recommendations  with 
:  respect  thereto  in  connection  with  the  1949  budget. 

!  Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases. — The 
I  budget  has  estimated  for  this  item  the  same  amount  as  was  provided 
[  for  1947,  namely,  $2,800,000.  This  is  primarily  an  emergency  item 
i  and  the  total  amount  needed  and  the  several  subamounts  for  the 
[  Various  potential  insect  emergencies  is  largely  a  matter  of  speculation. 
I  As  a  result  the  budget  break-down  shows  a  total  of  $1,382,500  reserved 
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for  allotment.  The  budget  allotments  include,  for  the  white  fringed  jj 
beetle  control,  $848,500;  for  pear  psylla  control,  $495,000;  and  for  " 
Hall  scale  eradication,  $74,000,  the  balance  of  the  fund  being  unal-  { 
lotted.  Advices  received  by  the  committee  indicate  the  allotment 
for  pear  psylla  control  can  be  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $250,000.  The  ' 
committee  has  made  such  reduction  together  with  an  additional  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $500,000  from  the  unallotted  portion,  or  a  total  reduction  for  < 
the  item  of  $750,000,  leaving  an  appropriation  of  $2,050,000. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY  | 

The  budget  estimate  of  $5,664,050  for  all  activities  under  the  | 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry  is  in  the  same  amount 
as  for  the  current  fiscal  year  with  the  exception  of  one  increase  of  t 
$80,000  under  the  regional  research  laboratories  for  within-grade  salary 
advancements.  The  committee  was  impressed  with  the  excellence  of 
the  work  performed  and  the  importance  of  the  results  attained  by  the  i 
researches  carried  on  under  this  bureau.  It  has  approved  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  for  each  of  the  several  items. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  » 
of  $1,045,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Econom-  i 
ics.  This  represents  an  increase  of  $25,(100  for  the  preparation  of  ') 
materials  to  promote  the  prompt  dissemmation  and  the  application  i 
of  results  of  timely  scientific  mvestigations  in  human  nutrition  and  i 
home  economics.  The  committee  is  impressed  with  the  achievements  j 
of  this  Bureau.  Wliereas,  the  total  annual  expenditures  for  research 
under  the  Department  approximate  $30,000,000,  it  is  notable  that  : 
most  of  the  research  relates  to  such  items  as  the  breeding  and  feedmg  ; 
of  better  hogs  and  other  livestock  and  breedmg  and  cultural  investi¬ 
gations  relating  to  the  crops  grown  in  the  field,  leaving  but  $1,000,000  , 
for  the  improvement  of  the  living  conditions  in  the  farmer’s  home  i 
where,  after  all  is  said  and  done,  it  is  quite  generally  agreed,  the  i 
Nation’s  greatest  crop — that  of  human  beings — is  produced.  The  i 
work  of  this  Bureau  seems  to  be  in  excellent  hands,  and  it  is  appar-  ; 
ently  maintaining  effective  contacts  with  the  women  and  women’s  \ 
national  organizations  devoted  to  the  improvement  of  the  American  i 
home.  The  committee  had  the  benefit  of  the  very  excellent  and  con-  « 
vincing  testimony  of  the  representatives  of  the  organizations  referred  i 
to.  It  should  be  stated  that  many  of  the  results  of  the  research  by  | 
this  Bureau  redound  to  the  benefit  of  homes  in  the  city  as  well  as  to  1 
those  on  the  farm. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER-RUST  CONTROL 

The  budget  estimate  of  $4,000,000  for  white  pine  blister-rust  control  ' 
represents  a  decrease  of  $2,000,000  under  the  amount  appropriated  ' 
for  1947.  The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  decrease  and  has  i 
imposed  an  additional  reduction  of  $250,000  on  the  project  for  leader¬ 
ship,  coordination,  and  technical  direction  by  the  Bureau  of  Ento¬ 
mology  and  Plant  Quarantine.  It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  that 
over  the  years  an  adequate  knowledge  of  the  techniques  in  the  control 
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of  white  pine  blister  rust  have  been  rather  fully  developed  and  that  the 
estimated  amount  for  guidance  and  leadership  is  extraordinarily  large. 
For  this  reason  it  was  reduced. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Appropriations  for  flood  control  are  made  available  until  expended, 
the  result  being  that  for  each  year’s  direct  appropriation  there  usually 
comes  over  from  the  former  year  certain  unexpended  balances.  In¬ 
telligent  consideration  of  the  funds  provided  m.ust  therefore  be  on  the 
basis  of  total  funds  available  rather  than  on  a  total  appropriated  for 
the  respective  years.  On  that  basis  the  amount  for  flood  control 
for  the  fiscal  year  1947  was  $3,500,000  and  the  amount  available  for 
obligation  for  1948  is  estimated  to  be  $2,500,619.  This  represents  a 
reduction  under  the  current  year  of  $999,381.  The  appropriation 
required  to  be  made  and  for  which  a  budget  estimate  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  is  $500,000.  This  amount  has  been  allowed  by  the  committee 
and  is  included  in  the  accompanying  bill.  The  carry-over  from  1947 
amounts  to  $2,019,619.  Of  the  total  funds  available,  $11,000  will  be 
transferred  to  “Salaries  and  expenses.  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,”  and  $8,000  to  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  leaving  the  $2,500,619 
above-mentioned  available  for  obligation  during  the  1948  program. 
It  was  disclosed  at  the  hearings  that  in  former  years  some  of  the  ex¬ 
penditures  have  not  been  applied  to  the  particular  projects  set  up  in 
the  break-downs  presented  in  the  Department’s  justification  notes. 
The  committee  disapproves  of  the  practice  of  indulging  in  any  such 
departures  and  expects  that  hereafter  expenditures  of  unobligated 
funds,  whether  appropriated  this  year  or  whether  carried  over  from 
previous  fiscal  years,  shall  be  in  compliance  with  the  project  break¬ 
downs  presented  to  the  committee. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

General  administrative  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  of  $682,000 
for  general  administrative  expenses  of  the  Forest  Service  has  been 
reduced  to  $650,000.  The  committee  has  the  impression  that  this 
activity  is  overstaffed  at  the  top  and  that  the  small  cut  of  $32,000  can 
be  applied  without  injury  to  the  service  in  the  forests  themselves. 
This  cut  is  predicated  in  part  upon  the  reductions  ordered  by  the 
committee  throughout  the  Department  in  public  relations  and  pub¬ 
licity  activities.  The  committee  believes  that  work  of  this  kind  is 
over  emphasized  in  the  Forest  Service  and  can  well  be  reduced. 

National  forest  protection  and  management. — This  appropriation  is 
for  the  care  and  administration  of  the  national  domain  of  forest  lands. 
The  budget  estimate  of  $25,310,000  for  costs  of  administration  of 
these  lands  has  been  reduced  in  the  total  sum  of  $1,545,109.  The 
project  for  general  management  and  operation,  to  which  the  budget 
has  allowed  $7,082,169,  has  been  reduced  in  the  sum  of  $500,000.  A 
very  large  percentage  of  this  allotment  is  represented  by  office  work, 
which  the  committee  believes  is  overemphasized.  Relatively,  the 
reduction  is  not  very  drastic  and  should  not  result  in  any  injury  to 
the  forests  themselves  or  their  maintenance.  The  budget  allotment 
of  $2,675,276  for  the  maintenance  of  improvements  other  than  roads 
and  trails  has  been  cut  in  the  sum  of  $100,000.  The  forest-fire-control 
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allotment  of  $7,154,877  has  not  been  reduced.  The  committee  was 
much  impressed  with  the  testimony  of  the  Chief  of  the  United  States 
Weather  Bureau  respecting  the  use  of  radar  in  connection  with  the 
location  and  determination  of  direction  of  thunderstorms.  Since  a 
large  percentage  of  forest  fires  originate  from  lightning  during  thunder¬ 
storms,  it  is  believed  that  the  use  of  radar  equipment  can  be  very 
helpful  in  reducing  the  losses  from  storm-induced  forest  fires  since 
the  warning  of  the  existence  and  the  path  of  such  storms  would 
enable  the  Forest  Service  to  make  preparatory  moves  to  care  for  the 
many  fires  resulting.  The  Weather  Bureau  indicated  it  is  installing 
radar  equipment  in  general  agricultural  regions,  particularly  in  the 
Middle  West  where  tornadoes  are  of  frequent  occurrence,  as  rapidly 
as  such  equipment  can  be  obtained  from  Army  surplus  or  other 
sources.  The  Weather  Bureau  is  aware  of  its  possibilities  where 
located  in  forest  areas  and  has  in  .mind  the  establishment  of  radar 
equipment  in  such  areas  at  an  early  date.  The  budget  allotment  of 
$3,915,166  for  timber  and  forest  products  sales  has  been  reduced  by 
$600,000.  This  reduction,  however,  is  not  designed  to  interfere  with 
the  reforestation  program.  The  allotment  of  $162,813  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  wildlife  resources  in  the  forests  has  been  eliminated  entirely. 
It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  committee  to  eliminate  the  function  relat¬ 
ing  to  wildlife  resources.  It  believes,  hov/ever,  that  the  function  can 
he  cared  for  out  of  other  general  items.  There  is  also  the  possibility 
of  elimination  of  what  the  committee  believes  may  be  duplication  in 
this  field  of  work  now  being  carried  on  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  of  the  Interior  Department  and  similar  services  of  the  States. 
The  committee  has  not  reduced  the  allotment  of  $1,966,291  for  the 
reforestation  and  revegetation  of  denuded  forest  areas.  It  wishes  to 
point  out,  however,  that  this  work  very  closely  parallels  similar  work 
now  carried  on  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  believes  the 
Department  should  give  it  careful  attention  with  a  view  to  preventing 
or  eliminating  any  duplication  which  may  exist. 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations. — The  committee  has 
approved  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  allotment  of  $1,309,461  for 
experimental  forests  and  ranges.  This  will  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  the  service  experimental  stations,  many  of  which  were 
established  under  last  year’s  allotment,  which  was  approximately 
three  times  the  allotment  for  this  purpose  for  the  fiscal  year  1946. 
The  committee  has  not  deemed  it  wise  to  further  expand  this  program 
of  establishing  experimental  forests  at  this  time  and  has  confined  itself 
to  providing  the  necessary  amount  to  continue  those  stations  already 
in  operation.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  budget  allotment  of 
$762,731,  for  forest  management,  by  $200,000.  The  committee  has 
been  impressed  with  the  repeated  references  over  the  years  to  the 
forests  as  one  of  the  Nation’s  most  important  agricultural  crops. 
Last  year  and  again  this  year  the  committee  has  had  tables  inserted 
in  the  record  (see  pp.  99-100  of  pt.  2  of  the  hearings)  showing  the  dis¬ 
proportionately  small  percentage  of  State  experiment  stations’  funds 
devoted  to  research  in  connection  with  this  important  crop.  The  table 
cited  shows  that,  whereas  forest  crops  comprise  11.8  percent  of  the 
value  of  all  agricultural  crops,  the  State  experiment  stations  have 
devoted  only  0.99  percent  of  their  total  expenditures  to  research  in 
connection  with  forest  crops.  The  committee  believes  the  obligation 
of  the  States  to  devote  their  experiment-station  funds  to  research  in 
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forestry  is  as  great  as  their  obligation  with  respect  to  research  on  other 
farm  crops.  The  existing  trend  to  throw  almost  the  entire  burden  of 
research  on  forest  crops  upon  the  Federal  Government  should,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee,  be  halted  or  at  least  ^slowed  down  and  the 
States  should  be  required  to  assume  a  more  proportionate  share  of 
this  responsibility.  The  committee  intends  to  follow  this  matter  up 
from  year  to  year  and  if  the  State  experiment  stations  show  no  inclina¬ 
tion  to  meet  their  responsibilities  in  this  field,  the  committee  will 
consider  what  means  may  exist  to  require  it. 

Forest  2)foducts. — The  budget  estimate  of  $1,555,000  for  forest 
products  research  has  been  reduced  to  $1,000,000.  The  work  of  the 
Forest  Products  Laboratory  at  Madison,  Wis.,  has  never  enjoyed  the 
high  esteem  of  the  committee  or  of  the  Congress.  Much  of  the  work 
pursued  at  this  laboratory  is  academic  or  visionary  in  character  and 
has  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  given  practical  results 
consonant  with  the  vast  sums  which  have  been  applied  over  the  years. 
The  committee  believes  that  the  $1,000,000  allowed  will  be  ample  for 
the  carrying  on  of  all  research  which  may  be  worth  while. 

Forest  resources  investigations.- — The  budget  estimate,  of  $1,072,000 
for  forest  resources  investigations  has  been  reduced  by  $500,000. 
Here  again,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  the  work  is  largely  aca¬ 
demic  and  lacks  in  real  practical  value.  The  amount  allowed  is  more 
than  twice  that  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1946  and  many  years 
previous  thereto.  It  should  be  ample  to  permit  the  carrying  on  of  all 
the  work  which  has  practical  value. 

Forest  fire  cooperation. — The  committee  has  approved  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $9,000,000  for  forest  fire  coopera¬ 
tion.  This  is  in  full  amount  of  the  authorization.  The  work  done 
under  this  appropriation  and  its  value  to  the  forests  is,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  committee,  not  excelled  by  any  other  activity  in  the  Forest 
Service. 

Farm  and  other  private  forestry  cooperation.- — The  committee  has 
allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $809,500.  This  is 
another  item  which  stands  high  in  the  esteem  of  the  committee.  It 
is  carrying  the  work  direct  to  the  farm  and  is  resulting  in  additional 
dollars  in  the  farmers’  pocket  as  well  as  improvement  in  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  the  soils  of  the  farms. 

Acquisition  of  lands  in  national  forest.— budget  of  $1,000,000 
for  acquisition  of  forest  lands  has  been  reduced  to  $500,000.  The  bill 
provides  that  the  money  shall  be  available  only  for  payment  for  lands 
purchased.  The  committee  believes  that  the  general  administrative 
funds  of  the  Forest  Service  are  available,  and  wiU  be  ample,  to  cover 
the  salaries  and  expenses  incidental  to  the  relatively  small  purchase 
program  provided  by  the  bill. 

\ 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

The  appropriation  for  Forest  Koads  and  Trails  is  divided  into  two 
parts,  namely  (1)  forest  highways,  or  public  highways  through  the 
national  forests  and  (2)  forest-development  roads,  which  are  for  access 
roads  leading  into  the  forests.  The  budget  estimate  for  forest  high¬ 
ways  is  in  the  sum  of  $11,300,000,  which  the  committee  has  reduced 
to  $5,300,000,  which  is  a  reduction  under  the  budget  of  $6,000,000. 
The  Federal  Highway  Act  of  1944  authorizes  $25,000,000  for  forest 


22  AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948 

liigliways  for  eacli  of  the  first  three  postwar  fiscal  years.  There  has 
already  been  appropriated  $4,500,000  of  the  authorization  for  the  first 
postwar  fiscal  year  which  ended  on  June  30,  1946.  The  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $11,300,000  will  still  be  substantially  below  the  total  amount 
authorized  for  the  fiscal  year  which  ended  2  years  previous  to  the  end 
of  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  being  made  in  this  bill. 
Apparently  the  needs  and  the  availability  of  material  and  labor  pre¬ 
cluded  the  possibility  of  living  up  to  the  statutory  authorization. 
The  committee  believes  that  in  this  period  of  high  cost  of  construction 
a  verv  limited  program  should  be  undertaken  and  it  has  therefore  made 
the  cut  above  indicated.  A  similar  philosphy  would,  of  course,  apply 
to  forest-development  roads.  However,  in  view  of  the  need  for  these 
roads  to  open  up  additional  timber  supplies  which  will  be  in  great 
demand  if  and  when  the  building  revival  gets  under  way,  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  reduced  the  budget  estimate  of  $12,500,000  to  $10,000,000. 
The  committee  feels  assured  that  the  sums  provided  under  the  general 
head  of  forest  roads  and  trails  will  be  all  that  can  be  prudently  ex¬ 
pended  in  the  next  fiscal  year. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Research. — The  budget  estimate  for  soil-conservation  research  is  in 
the  sum  of  $1,423,000,  br'ng  in  the  same  amount  as  for  1947.  This 
research  has  been  going  on  for  a  period  of  almost  20  years  under  which 
contour  planting  and  cultivation,  terracmg,  and  various  other  soil- 
conserving  and  erosion-preventing  devices  have  been  worked  out. 
The  committee  believes  that  a  great  many  of  the  problems  attacked 
by  this  service  in  the  beginning  have  been  solved;  the  farmers  have 
been  instructed  in  putting  them  into  practice,  and  a  substantial 
reduction  in  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  can  be  effected  without 
harm  to  the  cause  of  soil  conservation.  It  has  therefore  imposed  a 
cut  of  $750,000  under  the  budget  estimate  leaving  for  this  purpose  a 
total  of  $673,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations. — The  budget  estimate  of  $43,437,000, 
for  soil  conservation  operations  is  double  the  amount  appropriated  for 
the  same  purpose  10  years  ago.  Here  again  the  committee  believes 
that  some  reduction  can  be  effected  without  damage  to  the  cause  of 
conservation  of  the  soil  and  has  imposed  a  cut  of  $5,437,000,  with 
the  restriction  that  no  paro  of  the  cut  shall  be  applied  to  the  project 
for  the  operation  of  conservation  nurseries.  This  appropriation  is 
expended  primarily  in  the  form  of  technical  advice  and  assistance 
rendered  to  the  various  State  soil  conservation  districts.  As  the 
number  of  such  districts  have  increased  yegr  by  year  with  the  accom¬ 
panying  rcquesu  for  technical  advice,  this  appropriation  has  experi¬ 
enced  a  parallel  growth.  The  committee  believes  that  many  of  the 
soil  qpnservation  districts  ■which  have  been  in  existence  a  number  of 
years  will  be  able  to  get  along  with  materially  reduced  technical 
assistance  and  advice.  The  advice  and  assistance  given  in  the  initial 
years  of  these  districts  ought  not  to  require  repetition  year  after  year, 
certainly  not  to  the  degree  such  advice  was  needed  in  the  beginning. 
The  committee  believes  that  the  cut  imposed  can  be  so  distributed 
by  the  Department  that  no  harm  will  come  to  the  work  in  any  of  the 
districts. 

The  report  already  points  out  in  connection  with  the  item  for 
Extension  Service  that  the  large  field  forces  for  extension  service,  the 
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Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  Farmers  Home  Administration,  all 
of  wlioni  are  engaged  in  related  activities,  might  well  be  consolidated 
in  the  interest  of  economy.  This  is  a  matter  which  should  have 
immediate  attention  by  the  legislative  committee  on  agi'iculture  be¬ 
cause  the  suggested  consolidation  would  be  fruitful  of  greater  efficiency 
and  economy. 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  PAYMENTS 

For  the  fiscal  year  1948  there  was  before  the  committee  a  request 
for  $301,720,000  with  which  to  carry  on  the  so-called  agricultural 
adjustment  program,  better-styled  conservation  and  use  payments 
under  the  administration  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion.  For  the  fiscal  year  1947  there  was  available  for  this  purpose 
$314,246,000.  For  1948  the  request  calls  for  a  direct  appropriation  of 
$201,720,000  and  the  transfer  of  $100,000,000  from  section  32  funds, 
making  a  total  of  $301,720,000. 

Of  this  amount  roughly  $267,000,000*  is  disbursed  to  farmers  in  the 
form  of  cash  payments  and  advances  for  soil-conservation  materials 
and  the  balance,  aggregating  about  $34,000,000,  is  devoted  to  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  at  national,  State,  and  local  levels. 

The  field  expense  at  the  county  level  for  administering  this  program 
totals  about  $24,500,000  and  embraces  the  per  diem  services  of  9,087 
county  committeemen  and  97,663  community  committeemen. 

For  National  and  State  administrative  purposes  the  cost  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  $9,095,868  and  involves  the  services  of  481  persons  at  the 
departmental  level,  and  2,630  at  the  State  level. 

After  full  consideration  of  the  matter  the  committee  determined 
that  funds  for  payment  to  farmers  for  soil  conservation  practices 
should  be  reduced  by  $117,620,754,  leaving  a  balance  for  this  purpose 
of  $150,000,000  as  distinguished  from  the  $267,620,754  requested. 
In  addition  the  committee  provided  that  administrative  expenses  at 
the  National  and  State  level  should  be  reduced  from  $9,095,868  to 
$1,950,000  and  that  expenditures  at  the  county  and  community  level 
should  be  reduced  to  the  sum  of  $13,050,000.  The  foregoing  reduc¬ 
tion  of  administrative  cost  is  made  possible  under  the  following  pro¬ 
vision  '^hich  has  been  inserted  in  the  bill: 

Provided  further,  That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  shall  be  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Secretary 
may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and 
has  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and 
that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the  application  for  payment 
are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties 
of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80). 

The  above  provision  eliminates  entirely  all  the  work  heretofore 
performed  by  members  of  the  county  committees  or  their  staffs  in 
checking  the  accuracy  or  the  veracity  of  the  statements  by  farmers 
of  their  performance  of  the  prescribed  conservation  practices  and  of 
their  compliance  with  all  other  requirements  upon  which  payments 
are  conditioned.  The  committee  believes  the  certificate  of  tlie  farmer 
under  the  formalities  prescribed  will  be  as  dependable  as  the  income 
taxpayer’s  certificate  of  the  correctness  of  his  return  made  under 
precisely  similar  penalties. 
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The  reduced  allocation  for  administrative  expenses  at  the  State  and 
National  level  should  be  entirely  adequate  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  bill  prohibits  any  expenditure  in  the  formulation  of  a  1948 
program. 

Full  power  has  been  given  to  the  Secretary  to  prescribe  the  form  of 
the  certificate  to  be  signed  by  the  farmer  claiming  payment.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  form  prescribed  will  require  the  claimant  to 
specify  the  several  prescribed  practices  and  conditions  with  which  he 
has  complied — as  he  is  now  required  to  do — and  that  it  will  carry 
suitable  reference  to  the  statute  under  the  provisions  of  which  his 
certificate  is  required  to  be  made.  The  county  committee  and  its 
staff  will,  of  course,  render  the  farmer  such  assistance  as  he  may 
require  in  filling  out  his  application  for  payment. 

In  addition,  a  proviso  is  recommended  so  that  where  unexpended 
funds  are  available  from  one  area  or  region,  these  may  within  the 
discretion  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration,  be  made 
generally  applicable  to  other  areas  and  regions. 

In  addition,  the  committee  has  stricken  from  the  bill  the  language 
which  would  authorize  a  $200,000,000  program  for  the  crop  year  1948 
for  this  general  purpose. 

A  number  of  considerations  entered  into  the  determination  of  the 
committee  that  the  amounts  requested  for  this  purpose  be  substan¬ 
tially  reduced.  In  the  fii’st  place,  it  should  be  pointed  out  as  indicated 
in  the  Secretary’s  statement  that  farm  assets  of  all  kinds  exceed  by 
far  all  such  assets  for  any  time  in  the  history  of  Aiherican  agriculture. 

In  the  second  place,  the  committee  points  out  that  the  President 
has  recognized  this  fact  and  has  suggested  in  his  budget  message  that 
for  the  crop  year  1948  these  payments  could  be  reduced  on  the  ground 
that  rpany  farmers  are  in  a  position  to  carry  on  soil-conservation  work 
without  a  bonus  from  the  Federal  Treasury.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
crop  year  1947  would  be  even  better  comparatively  speaking  than  the 
crop  year  1948  and  there  is,  therefore,  no  good  reason  why  the  reduc¬ 
tion  should  not  be  undertaken  for  the  present  crop  year. 

It  has  been  repeatedly  affirmed  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
made-commitments  to  agricultural  producers  for  the  crop  year  1947 
and  is,  therefore,  obligated  to  appropriate  the  requested  $301,720,000, 
but  with  this  view  the  committee  does  not  agree.  In  prior  years  the 
committee  made  it  plain  to  departmental  officials  that  the  program 
was  contingent  upon  appropriations  made  by  the  Congress  and  re¬ 
peatedly  insisted  that  this  fact  be  made  clear  to  agricultural  producers. 
The  Department  testified  that  millions  of  circulars  relating  to  the  farm 
program  for  1947  were  printed  and  distributed  to  all  cooperating 
farmers  so  that  it  is  abundantly  clear  to  all  participants  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  based  upon  whatever  funds  are  made  available  for  this  purpose. 

Well-considered  expressions  of  opinion  were  placed  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  the  effect  that  soil-conservation  payments  should  be  deleted 
entirely  from  the  bill,  but  the  committee  believe  that  it  should  be 
tapered  off  beginning  in  the  present  crop  year  and  completely  elimi¬ 
nated  for  the  crop  year  1948  because  the  question  of  a  long-range 
agricultural  program  is  a  matter  which  must  be  reexamined  and 
redetermined  by  the  Legislative  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  by 
the  Congress. 
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Perhaps,  one  other  thing  should  be  mentioned  and  that  is  that  about 
60  percent  of  all  payments  distributed  under  this  program  are  paid  to 
20  percent  of  the  Nation’s  farmers.  For  the  crop  years  1945  and  1946 
more  than  63  percent  of  all  participating  farmers  received  less  than 
$60  each,  which  amounts  to  but  22  percent  of  the  total  payments, 
whereas  20  percent  of  all  farmers  received  in  excess  of  $100,  amounting 
to  60  percent  of  the  total  payments.  This  would"  seem  sufficiently 
persuasive  of  the  need  for  a  complete  reevaluation  of  this  program  in 
the  light  of  future  needs. 

In  its  deliberations  the  committee  considered  the  advisability  of 
incorporating  in  the  language  of  the  bill  a  formula  for  the  distribution 
of  payments  under  which  such  payments  would  be  graduated  on  the 
basis  of  ability  to  conserve.  This  would  provide  a  larger  percentage 
of  the  payments  in  the  case  of  those  who  would  normally  receive  the 
smallest  payment  or  advance  and  then  be  progressively  reduced  in 
the  case  of  those  who  by  virtue  of  their  financial  ability  and  the 
stability  of  their  farming  operations  could  better  afford  to  undertake 
this  work.  This  approach,  however,  was  discarded,  and  the  matter 
of  distribution  of  payments  was  left  in  the  hands  of  those  who  ad¬ 
minister  the  program. 

SECTION  32  FUNDS 

Section  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935,  makes  a  permanent  appro¬ 
priation  of  a  sum  of  money  equal  to  30  percent  of  the  customs  receipts 
of  the  calendar  year  last  previous  to  the  fiscal  year  for  which  the  ap¬ 
propriation  is  made.  Thirty  percent  of  the  customs  receipts  for  the 
calendar  year  1946  amounts  to  approximately  $148,000,000.  The 
purpose  of  the  appropriation  is  (1),  to  encourage  the  exportation  of 
agricidtural  commodities  and  their  products,  (2)  to  encourage  the 
domestic  consumption  of  such  commodities  or  products  by  diverting 
them  from  the  normal  channels  of  trade  and  commerce,  and  (3)  to 
reestablish  farmers’  purchasing  power  by  making  payments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  normal  production  of  any  agricultural  commodity  for 
domestic  consumption.  This  act  was  passed  during  the  period  of 
farm  surpluses  and  low  prices  for  farm  commodities,  with  the  view  to 
steadying  the  market  for  such  commodities  through  the  disposition 
of  the  surpluses.  But  now,  in  a  period  of  short  production  rather 
than  over  production  and  of  unusually  high  prices  for  farm  products, 
there  is  no  need  for  this  appropriation  in  the  fiscal  year  1948.  The 
Budget  Bureau  proposes  the  use  of  $100,000,000  of  the  section  32 
funds  for  1948  for  the  payment  of  benefits  to  farmers  under  the  agri¬ 
cultural  conservation  program.  The  committee  has  not  followed  the 
Budget  recommendation  respecting  the  use  of  this  fund  in  connection 
with  the  farm  program.  It  has  made  a  direct  appropriation  from  the 
Treasury  of  the  full  amount  recommended  in  the  bill  for  the  farm 
program  and  has  rescinded  the  entire  amount  of  the  permanent  ap¬ 
propriation  under  section  32  for  1948.  The  committee  wishes  to 
emphasize  that  its  action  in  rescinding  all  section  32  funds  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948  should  not  be  taken  to  mean  that  similar  action  should 
be  taken  in  future  years.  This  fund  is  intended  to  provide  relief  in 
emergent  periods  when  a  surplus  problem  exists.  It  is  always  possible 
that  such  a  condition  may  develop  in  other  years  and  that  the  fund 
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may  be  genuinely  necessary  to  meet  this  problem.  That  problem, 
however,  does  not  exist  at  the  present  time  and  the  committee  enter¬ 
tains  the  conviction  that  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  these  funds  can  be 
safely  rescinded. 

SUGAR  ACT 

The  budget  has  estimated  $55,000,000  for  the  administration  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act.  This  sum  is  an  increase  of  $1,500,000 
above  the  amount  for  1947.  The  amount  allotted  for  payments  to 
sugar  producers  under  the  budget  is  $53,623,885,  the  balance  being 
allotted  for  administrative  expenses  with  the  exception  of  $4,000 
which  is  transferred  to  the  International  Production  Control  Com¬ 
mittee  and  $21,750  transferred  to  the  General  Accounting  Office. 
The  amount  required  for  payments  to  sugar  producers  is  somewhat 
in  excess  of  $55,000,000,  but  since  the  latter  amount  is  the  maximum 
authorized  to  be  appropriated,  the  committee  has  approved  that 
amount  for  inclusion  in  the  bill.  However,  the  committee  has  de¬ 
cided  to  reduce  the  national  office  administrative  expense  item  by 
$50,000,  which  will  make  that  amount  additional  for  payments  to 
sugar  producers.  It  might  be  of  interest  to  note  that  the  sugar  pro¬ 
gram  is  not  only  self-sustaining  but  in  fact  returns  a  profit  of  $15,000,- 
000  or  more  per  year  to  the  Federal  Treasury. 

THE  SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM 

For  the  fiscal  year  1948  the  budget  requested  a  direct  annual  appro¬ 
priation  of  $75,000,000  for  the  school-lunch  program  under  authority 
of  Public  Law  396  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  which  was  approved 
June  4,  1946.  Under  the  provisions  of  this  act  appropriations  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  school-lunch  program  shall  be  matched 
by  the  States  on  a  1-to-l  basis  until  1950,  a  ll^-to-l  basis  from 
1950  to  1955  and  a  3-to-l  basis  after  1955.  The  act  also  provides 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  determine  what  funds  derived 
from  sources  within  the  State  may  be  included  for  matching  purposes. 

For  fiscal  year  1947  the  sum  of  $81,000,000  was  made  available 
for  the  program,  of  which  $75,000,000  was  secured  by  transfer  from 
what  are  commonly  known  as  section  32  funds  under  the  act  of  1935, 
which  provides  that  30  percent  of  customs  receipts  may  be  set  aside 
for  various  purposes,  such  as  diversion  to  new  uses,  exports,  etc.,  to 
meet  the  surplus  problems  of  agriculture. 

The  committee  desires  to  make  plain  certain  considerations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  program  and  as  a  justification  for  its  reduction  of 
the  estimates  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,000,000. 

Contrary  to  the  generally  expressed  belief  that  this  is  a  program  of 
free  lunches  for  school  children,  the  testimony  is  plain  and  explicit 
that  only  one  child  out  of  every  nine  receives  a  free  meal.  Eight  out 
of  every  nine  school  children  who  participate  in  the  progi’am  pay  the  ■ 
full  amount  of  the  school  lunch,  which  would  be  the  cost  of  lunch  minus^ 
the  Federal  subsidy. 

Secondly,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  this  is  no  longer  a  surplus 
program  for  here  again  the  testimony  is  abundantly  clear  that  schools 
can  purchase  whatever  foods  they  desire  without  regard  to  whether 
such  foods  are  in  surplus  supply  or  not.  It  has  become  a  nutrition 
program. 


1 
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At  an  early  date,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  this  is  a  direct  cash 
(  subsidy  from  the  Federal  Government.  An  examination  of  the 
I  testimony  will  disclose  that  schools  operate  their  own  programs,  make 
their  own  purchases,  and  render  accounts  to  the  State  educational 
‘  authority  at  the  end  of  each  month  and  are  then  reimbursed  in  cash 
from  the  funds  allotted  to  the  State  by  the  Federal  Government  and 
from  funds  derived  within  the  State. 

It  appears  that  in  the  year  1946  about  $234,000,000  was  expended 
'  on  this  program  in  55,000  schools.  This  amount  was  derived  from  the 
following  sources:  the  Federal  Government  provided  $75,000,000, 

,  States  and  local  subdivisions  by  direct  appropriation  provided  only 
$11,500,000,  gifts  and  donations  of  money,  commodities,  and  services 
accounted  for  another  $25,000,000,  sales  of  school  lunches  provided 
$123,000,000.  An  interpretation  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of 
the  provisions  of  Public  Law  396  enables  the  States  to  include  not  only 
dhect  appropriations  but  donations  and  gifts  of  all  kinds  and  also  the 
money  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches  to  the  children  for  the  purposes 
of  this  program.  The  committee  believes  that  while  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  does  possess  such  authority  under  the  permissive  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  School  Lunch  Act,  it  was  never  the  piu’pose  of  Congress 
that  funds  derived  from  the  children  should  be  included  for  matching 
purposes  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there  was  an  allusion  to  this 
matter  in  the  report  which  accompanied  the  School  Lunch  Act  when 
it  was  considered  by  the  Congress.  The  committee  believes  that  the 
States  should  by  direct  appropriations  match  the  money  provided  by 
I  the  Federal  Government  and  if  such  were  the  case  the  appropriation 
herein  would  be  reduced  to  $11,500,000.  The  committee  believes  that 
it  has  been  more  than  generous  in  including  for  matching  purposes 
funds  derived  from  gifts,  donations,  and  services  which  total  about 
$25,000,000  and  has  added  thereto  an  item  of  $10,000,000  under  the 
provisions  of  the  act  relating  to  nonfood  assistance  for  the  acquisition 
of  equipment  and  facilities.  This  would  total  about  $45,000,000.  In 
addition  thereto,  the  committee  has  included  a  proviso  which  definitely 
i  excludes  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches  for  matching  purposes 
'  and  also  points  out  herein  that  it  might  be  advisable  to  require  school 
1  authorities  to  certify  their  need  for  Federal  funds  before  they  become 
:  eligible  for  Federal  assistance. 

!  There  is  a  considerable  body  of  opinion  to  the  effect  that  the  Federal 
’  Government  should  step  out  of  the  school-lunch  program  entirely  on 
the  ground  that  this  is  essentially  and  primarily  a  State  function  and 
that  the  States  can  well  afford  to  carry  on  this  program  from  their 
own  resources.  It  is  all  important  that  the  responsibility  for  the 
1  financing  of  this  program  should  be  shifted  back  to  the  States  as 
1  rapidly  as  possible,  else  many  of  the  measures  now  being  undertaken 
to  bring  the  Federal  Government  more  firmly  within  the  realm  of 
‘  solvency  will  be  aborted.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  cost 
of  feeding  destitute  children  in  foreign  countries  falls  veiy  largely 
i  upon  the  United  States,  an  obligation  which  rests  100  percent  upon 
the  Federal  Treasury.  It  does  not  seem  too  much  to  suggest  that 
the  cost  of  school  lunches  for  the  children  of  America,  most  of  whom 
I  are  able  to  pay  for  them,  might  well  be  borne  by  the  States. 

A  recent  compilation  of  sur])luses  accumulated  by  the  various  States 
indicates  that  the  State  of  California  is  presently  carrying  a  comforta- 
:  ble  State  balance  of  $430,000,000,  Iowa,  $29,000,000,  Illinois,  $158,- 
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000,000;  Mississippi,  $40,000,000;  Pennsylvania,  $234,000,000;  North 
Carolina,  $153,000,000.  Compare  these  comfortable  balances  with 
the  condition  of  the  Federal  Government  which  is  wrestling  with  a 
staggering  load  of  debt  presently  estimated  to  be  $258,000,000,000. 
It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  this  program  presently  reaches  about 
one-fourth  of  the  eligible  schools  tliroughout  the  Nation  and  that  an 
extension  of  the  program  to  all  such  schools  will  m  time  cost  the  Federal 
Government  an  estimated  $600,000,000  or  more  annually.  The 
committee  is  not  unmindful  of  the  widespread  interest  in  the  school- 
lunch  program  but  the  fiscal  integrity  of  tire  Federal  Government 
demands  that  it  be  kept  within  due  bounds  and  that  the  States  be 
required  to  provide  their  just  share  of  the  program. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

The  appropriations  for  marketing  services  fall  under  a  number  of 
heads.  These  items  cover  such  activities  as  the  market  news  service, 
market  inspection  of  farm  products,  marketing  farm  products, 
tobacco  acts,  freight  rates  for  farm  products,  and  the  enforcement  of  a 
number  of  regulatory  acts.  The  total  of  the  budget  estimate  for 
these  several  services  is  in  the  sum  of  $9,843,000,  which  is  a  reduction 
below  1947  of  $535,072.  This  reduction  is  the  net  effect  of  relatively 
small  increases  in  most  of  the  items  and  a  decrease  of  $1,111,500  under 
marketing  farm  products  due  to  the  elimination  of  various  regulations 
and  controls,  wage  stabilization,  food,  industry  and  labor  programs 
and  other  activities  necessary  for  the  period  immediately  following 
the  war.  The  committee  has  approved  all  budget  estimates  under 
this  head,  except  as  noted  below.  Under  marketing  farm  products, 
the  committee  has  imposed  a  fund  cut  of  $400,000,  leaving  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $1,000,000.  The  committee  believes  that  the  work  under 
this  appropriation  very  closely  parallels,  if  it  does  not  duplicate,  the 
studies  provided  for  in  the  appropriation  for  the  research  and  mar- 
ketmg  act  field.  In  view  of  the  amount  provided  under  that  head, 
the  committee  believes  the  cut  of  $400,000  can  be  effected  without 
injury.  Under  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  where  the  budget 
is  for  $685,000,  the  committee  has  imposed  a  cut  of  $100,000. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

The  budget  estimate  for  administration  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act  is  in  the  sum  of  $650,000,  which  represents  an  increase  of 
$129,000,  above  the  1947  appropriation.  The  committee  has  allowed 
$9,000  of  the  increase  to  cover  the  cost  of  within-grade  salary  advance¬ 
ments  and  has  disallowed  the  remainder.  This  will  give  the  agency 
the  full  amount  of  their  1947  appropriation  together  with  all  Pay  Act 
increases  and  within-grade  promotions,  which  the  committee  believes 
will  provide  as  good  enforcement  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act  for 
the  next  year  as  has  been  had  during  the  current  year. 

THE  farmers’  home  ADMINISTRATION 

Public  Law  No.  731  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  known  as  the 
Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  abolished  the  rehabihtation 
programs  of  the  old  Farm  Security  Administration  and  the  emergency 
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crop  and  feed  loan  program  administered  by  the  FCA  and  placed 
these  activities  together  with  other  functions  tinder  th.e  Fai'mers’ 
Home  Administration.  It  is  therefore  in  a  sense  the  descendant  of  tjie 
Farm  Security  Administration. 

Its  over-all  program  now  includes:  (1)  Making  and  serving  farm 
tenant  purchase  loans;  (2)  making,  serving,  and  collecting  production 
and  subsistence  loans;  (3)  rural  rehabilitation  aid;  (4)  developing 
with  loans  and  technical  guidance  the  expansion  of  water  facilities  in 
arid  and  semiarid  areas;  and  (5)  the  establishment  and  development 
of  a  system  of  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance. 

The  committee  has  made  substantial  reductions  in  virtually  every 
item  of  the  FHA,  but  it  should  be  noted  that  these  reductions  are  not 
intended  to  convey  the  impression  that  the  committee  is  dissatisfied 
with  the  administrative  direction  of  Mr.  Lassiter.  In  fact,  the 
committee  feels  that  Mr.  Lassiter  has  been  a  forthright  and  capable 
administrator  and  predicates  its  reductions  on  other  grounds. 

Farm  tenant  loans. — For  the  fiscal  year  1947,  $40,000,000  was 
available  for  tins  purpose.  For  1948  the  budget  has  submitted  an 
estimate  of  $35,000,000.  The  committee  has  deleted  the  entire 
amount  and  the  bill  carries  nothing  for  this  project.  The  committee 
always  has  been,  and  remains  today,  a  firm  friend  of  the  farm-tenant- 
loan  program  which  is  designed  to  reduce  the  amount  of  farm  tenancy 
and  to  increase  the  number  of  farm  owners.  The  committee  believes, 
however,  that  the  present  inflation  in  farm-land  values  threatens  to 
abort  the  efforts  of  the  Congress  to  eliminate  farm  tenancy.  The 
present  inflated  values  are,  in  time,  certain  to  collapse  and  farmers 
who  have  been  saddled  with  loans  at  the  current  inflated  values  will 
surely  come  to  grief.  The  committee  docs  not  wish  to  contribute  to 
this  unfortunate  result  by  making  any  appropriation  at  the  present 
time  for  loans  under  this  program.  It  believes  that  to  do  so  would  be 
to  contribute  to  the  current  inflationary  trend.  The  committee’s 
action  in  eliminating  this  appropriation  should  strengthen  the  hand'" 
of  the  President  in  lus  current  move  to  halt  the  excessive  inflation  of 
farm-land  values  which  has  been  under  way  for  some  time,  and  which 
seems,  at  the  moment,  to  be  gathering  speed. 

Production  and  subsistence  loans. — The  estimate  of  $90,000,000  for 
this  purpose  was  reduced  by  $30,000,000.  Bank  credit  is  available 
in  abundance,  funds  are  plentiful  where  justified  and  $60,000,000 
should  be  sufficient  for  this  program. 

Farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund. — This  program  is  designed  to 
do  for  farm  tenant  mortgage  loans  what  the  Federal  Housing  Admin¬ 
istration  does  for  urban  mortgage  loans.  It  is  hoped  by  the  authors 
of  the  program  that  in  due  time,  this  system  will  completely  replace 
the  making  of  Federal  loans  to  tenants  for  the  purchase  of  farms. 

The  program  however  presents  a  difficulty.  The  limit  of  interest 
on  a  mortgage  that  can  be  insured  is  2)^  percent  and  the  Administrator 
candidly  stated  that  as  yet,  he  has  no  applications  for  insurance  of  a 
farm  mortgage  loan.  It  is  doubtful  whether  this  program  can  have 
any  effect  until  the  basic  law  is  modified. 

However,  the  committee  is  not  averse  to  the  creation  of  the  fund, 
one-half  of  1  percent  of  which  can  be  devoted  to  expenses  and  one- 
half  of  1  percent  for  the  building  of  a  reserve  fund.  An  estimated 
$15,000,000  for  this  purpose  for  1948  is  wholly  unnecessary,  and  it 
has  accordingly  been  reduced  to  $1,000,000. 
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Water  facilities. — The  committee  approved  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,750,000  for  this  purpose.  The  program  has  been  well  adminis¬ 
tered;  it  has  been  kept  within  reasonable  limits,  repayments  from 
individuals  and  associations  have  been  good,  and  the  benefits  have 
been  substantial. 

Salaries  and  expenses.- — The  estimate  of  $30,000,000  for  this  purpose 
has  been  reduced  to  $18,000,000  for  1948.  This  is  the  fund  from 
which  salaries  and  expenses  are  paid  for  the  rehabilitation  and  assist¬ 
ance  program  to  farm  tenants  and  here  again,  the  committee  wishes 
to  emphasize  its  conviction  that  much  of  this  work  at  the  county  and 
farm  level  is  a  duplication  of  work  carried  on  by  the  Extension  Service 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

Under  this  activity,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  maintains 
439  persons  in  Washington,  950  persons  in  40  State  offices,  236  in 
150  district  offices,  871  in  4  area  finance  offices,  and  5,624  in  the  county 
offices.  Compare  this  with  Extension  Service  which  has  more  than 
10,000  persons,  most  of  whom  are  at  the  county  level,  and  with  Soil 
Conservation  Service  which  maintains  offices  at  the  departmental, 
regional.  State,  district,  and  work-unit  levels,  totaling  about  12,000 
persons. 

Here  again,  the  committee  wishes  to  point  out  the  limitations  within 
the  appropriation  procedure  and  suggests  immediate  action  by  the 
legislative  committee  to  consolidate  these  functions  in  the  interest  of 
efficiency  and  economy. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  of  $5,600,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  has  been  reduced  to  $4,000,000.  This  amount 
exceeds  any  amount  that  has  been  appropriated  for  this  purpose  for 
previous  years  up  to  and  including  1945.  As  late  as  the  fiscal  year 
1938,  the  appropriation  was  only  $1,450,000.  The  growth  of  this 
appropriation  is  due  very  largely  to  the  fact  that  it  is  apparently  the 
policy  and  the  purpose  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  to 
continue  its  paternal  oversight  and  supervision  of  each  cooperative 
until  the  last  penny  of  the  cooperative  debt  has  been  liquidated. 
From  the  inception  of  the  program,  those  in  charge  have  every  year 
boasted  of  the  financial  soundness  of  the  cooperatives.  They  have 
reported  the  large  number  which  have  made  payments  on  their  loans 
much  in  advance  of  the  amounts  due  at  the  time. 

“Spoon  feeding”  ad  infinitum;  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  these  co¬ 
operatives  have  had  the  benefit  of  the  initial  advice  and  supervision  on 
the  part  of  the  administration,  insistence  is  made  that  this  same  super¬ 
vision  be  indefinitely  continued.  The  committee  believes  that  when 
a  cooperative  has  been  “taught  to  walk,”  so  to  speak,  and  has  acquired 
a  substantial  equity  in  the  capital  investment  of  the  cooperative,  that 
it  is  in  line  with  sound  policy  and  with  the  philosophy  of  individual 
responsibility  upon  which  this  Republic  has  been  erected  that  they 
should  be  permitted  thenceforth  to  “walk  alone.”  Perhaps  here  and 
there  they  may  make  mistakes  but  they  will  be  able  to  absorb  the 
cost  of  those  mistakes  out  of  their  equities;  and  they  will  have  learned 
their  lesson.  The  committee  believes  the  probability  of  mistakes  on 
the  part  of  farmer  managements  of  the  various  cooperatives  are  no 
greater  than  those  of  the  Administrator  and  his  assistants  in  the  office 
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here  in  "Washington  operating  from  long  range.  This  opinion  is 
predicated  upon  the  observations  the  committee  has  been  able  to 
make  of  the  abilities  and  qualifications  of  the  managers  and  members 
of  the  boards  of  the  electric  cooperatives  who  have  appeared  before 
the  committee  or  whom  the  members  have  had  the  opportunity  to 
observe  in  the  field. 

Consequently,  the  amount  of  $4,000,000  allowed  in  the  bill,  if 
applied  to  the  supervision  of  the  activities  of  the  more  recently 
organized  cooperatives,  leaving  those  organized  earlier  which  have 
acquired  experience  and  have  made  substantial  payments  on  their 
loans  to  “paddle  their  own  canoe,”  will,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee 
be  sufficient  to  give  adequate  protection  to  the  investments  of  the 
Government  and  to  the  newer  and  less  experienced  cooperative 
enterprises. 

Loans. — The  budget  estimate  of  $225,000,000  for  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration  loans  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  has  been  allowed,  but  a  provision  is  inserted 
authorizing  and  directing  that  henceforth  such  sums  shall  be  bor¬ 
rowed  directly  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  rather  than  from 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  and  eliminating  the  existing 
provision  of  law  that  such  loans  may  be  made  only  in  the  amount  of 
85  percent  of  the  appraised  value  of  the  projects  to  be  constructed 
from  such  loans.  The  budget  estimate  requested  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $25,000,000  from  the  Treasury  to  cover  the  1 5  percent  margin 
resulting  from  the  existing  pi'ovisions  of  the  law,  but,  that' require¬ 
ment  having  been  eliminated  by  the  provision  carried  in  the  bill,  the 
committee  recommends  no  direct  appropriation. 

Under  the  present  law,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
borrows  money  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  1  percent  inter¬ 
est.  It  then  lends  the  money  to  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
trator  at  1%  percent  interest  who,  in  turn,  lends  it  to  the  coops  at 
2  percent.  The  evidence  mdicates  that  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  incurs  no  administrative  expense  for  determining  the 
soundness  of  the  loans  but  merely  makes  such  loans  as  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  a  ministerial  act.  Thus,  the  differential  of  three-fourths  of 
1  percent  in  the  interest  rate  paid  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  the  Treasury  and  that  which  it  collects  from  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administrator,  lep resents  a  clean  profit  to  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  of  three-fourths  of  1  percent.  Under 
the  provision  included  in  the  bill,  all  the  interest  paid  by  the  co-ops 
on  all  previous  outstanding  loans  as  well  as  future  loans  will  go  im¬ 
mediately  to  the  Treasury,  without  the  present  stop-over  on  the  part 
of  three-fourths  of  1  percent  in  the  coffers  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  there  to  be  commingled  with  the  deficit  or  the 
surplus,  as  the  case  may  be,  of  the  Corporation’s  over-all  capital  fund. 
On  the  basis  of  the  present  total  outstanding  REA  loans,  the  flow  of 
payments  from  the  co-ops  to  the  Treasury  will  be  increased  by  approx¬ 
imately  $4,280,000  per  annum. 

The  committee  was  importuned  to  authorize  loan  funds  far  in  excess 
of  those  submitted  by  the  budget.  It  ])elieves  that  the  amount 
carried  in  the  bill  will  be  more  than  ample  to  care  for  all  construction 
that  can  possibly  be  made  under  the  existing  restrictions  resulting  from 
scarcity  of  materials  and  equipment  of  every  kind  essential  to  the 
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setting  up  and  placing  in  full  operation  of  the  farmer  electric  coopera¬ 
tives. 

A  condition  is  arising  in  the  rural  electrification  field  which  merits 
the  attention  of  Congress,  and  particularly  the  legislative  committee 
which  has  jurisdiction  oyer  REA  matters.  It  relates  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  generating  facilities  in  those  areas  where  an  adequate  power 
supply  now  exists.  If  REA  undertakes  to  duplicate  such  facilities, 
it  is  likely  to  develop  a  condition  under  which  the  cooperatives  which 
obligate  themselves  for  such  facilities,  as  well  as  the  private  utilities 
operating  in  the  same  field,  may  experience  difficulty  in  operating  on  a 
pay -in  basis,  and  no  good  purpose  could  be  served  by  such  a  condition. 

The  committee  discussed  the  advisability  of  a  proposal  to  confer 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  or  upon  the  State  commissions  or 
authorities  havmg  jurisdiction  of  such  matter,  the  power  to  veto  a 
loan  for  the  acquisition,  construction,  operation,  enlargement,  or 
extension  of  a  generating  plant  unless  there  was  a  finding  that  such 
acquisition,  construction,  operation,  enlargement,  or  extension  would 
result  in  lower  cost  of  electrical  energy  to  a  rural  electrification  project 
or  that  the  supply  of  power  from  existing  generating  facilities  was 
inadequate  for  all  rural  electrification  needs. 

The  committee  wishes  to  point  out  that  if  a  duplication  of  imneces- 
sary  facilities  should  develop  it  will  affect  the  real  payment  capacity 
of  cooperatives  as  well  as  the  return  to  existing  utilities  on  capital 
investment  and  might  ultimately  produce  the  same  condition  which 
developed  in  the  transportation  industry  residting  in  tremendous 
losses  to  mnocent  holders  of  securities. 

At  the  present  time  there  is  no  existing  limitation  upon  REA  in  this 
respect  and  it  is  believed  that  an  appropriate  agejicy  either  in  the 
Federal  or  State  government  should  have  some  supervfisory  authority 
in  this  matter. 

CROP  INSURANCE 

In  February  1938  Congress  approved  the  creation  of  a  Crop  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation  to  make  available  insurance  against  all  natural 
hazards  on  wheat.  In  1941  this  program  was  expanded  to  include 
cotton.  The  program  operated  for  a  number  of  years  with  very 
substantial  losses  and  its  liquidation  was  provided  for  by  a  provision 
carried  in  the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1944. 
That  provision  was  subsequently  modified  and  the  program  was 
reinstated  as  of  December  23,  1944,  and  made  applicable  to  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax  on  a  national  basis  and  to  certain  other  commodities 
on  a  trial  basis. 

The  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  was  originally  capitalized  at 
$100,000,000  and  received  its  operating  funds  by  issuing  portions  of 
its  capital  stock  from  time  to  time  to  the  Federal  Treasury.  Provi¬ 
sion  is  carried  in  this  bill  for  an  additional  subscription  to  the  capital 
stock  in  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  and  this  will  exhaust  the  Corpora- 
tion’s.borrowing  power.  That  is  to  say,  losses  have  finally  exhausted 
the  $100,000,000  which  was  made  available  for  this  experiment  in  crop 
insurance.  It  is  the  considered  opinion  of  the  subcommittee  that  the 
program  should  be  placed  entirely  upon  an  experimental  basis  and 
that  the  Corporation’s  request  for  administrative  funds  for  the  fiscal 
year  in  the  sum  of  $9,330,000  be  reduced  to  $1,000,000  and  that  what- 
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evei'  funds  are  not  required  for  this  purpose  shall  be  returned  to  the 
Treasur}^.  It  is  appropriate  to  note  that  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  reported  a  bill  (H.  R.  3465)  to  place  this  activity  on  a  com¬ 
pletely  experimental  basis.  This  action  is  in  line  with  the  views 
entertained  by  the  committee  and  provides  further  justification  for  the 
sharp  reduction  in  administrative  expenses  which  has  been  recom¬ 
mended  in  this  bill. 

Included  m  the  hearings  is  a  detailed  statement  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  appraising  the  operations  of  this  program  which  sets  forth 
some  dismal  experiences  with  high  administrative  costs,  small  premium 
totals,  and  high  losses  in  various  States.  While  the  original  program 
has  been  modified  to  place  it  on  a  sounder  actuarial  basis,  losses  are 
still  excessive  and  if  admmistrative  expenditures  are  mcluded  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  a  complete  picture  of  the  outlay  which  has  been 
made  from  Federal  funds  for  the  crop-insurance  program  it  becomes 
impressive  of  the  fact  that  unless  a  sound  and  actuarial  approach  is 
developed  through  experimentation  the  entire  program  should  be 
completely  liquidated.  ' 

Consider  wheat  as  an  example.  Since  the  beginning  of  the  program 
in  1939,  the  Corporation  has  been  able  to  achieve  the  insurance  of  less 
than  15  percent  of  the  wheat  acreage  m  the  country  and  the  interestmg 
fact  about  wheat  insurance  is  that  it  appears  to  have  least  appeal  to 
the  farmers  in  the  plains  areas  of  the  country  where  it  would  appear  to 
be  most  essential. 

In  respect  of  cotton  the  Corporartion  freely  recognized  the  moral 
hazard  involved  and  the  heavy  losses  which  it  sustained  on  the  cotton 
program  durmg  the  last  crop  year.  The  aggregate  of  premiums  from 
insurance  on  cotton  was  roughly  $33,000,000,  whereas  losses  totaled 
nearly  $76,500,000  and  in  some  States  the  loss  ratio  between  premiums 
collected  and  losses  paid  ran  as  high  as  8  to  1. 

In  five  States  it  would  appear  that  administrative  expenses  actually 
exceeded  by  far  the  premiums  which  were  collected. 

The  committee  was  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  a  small  profit 
was  returned  on  the  insurance  program  with  respect  to  flax  and  tobacco, 
but  it  must  point  out  that  for  a  crop-insurance  program,  administered 
by  the  Federal  Government  at  high  administrative  costs,  to  succeed 
the  program  must  be  placed  on  a  national  basis  and  must  be  actuarially 
sound.  It  is  recognized,  of  course,  that  this  was  the  goal  to  be  sought 
when  Federal  crop  insurance  was  first  authorized  but  the  sad  fact 
remains  that  this  experiment  has  cost  the  Federal  Government 
$100,000,000  or  more  to  date  and  it  contains  no  assurance  that  sounder 
and  better  methods  have  been  perfected  which  will  avert  extraordinary 
losses  in  the  future. 

In  the  judgment  of  many  the  program  should  be  liquidated  entirely. 
The  committee,  however,  by  reducmg  administrative  expenditures 
from  9%  million  dollars  to  1  million  dollars  wishes  to  indicate  its 
conviction  that  at  the  very  best  the  program  should  not  go  beyond 
the  experimental  stage  and  should  be  completely  skeletonized. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

A  word  about  the  functions  and  operations  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  might  be  of  value  as  general  information  to  the 
Congress. 

H.  Repf.  450,  80-1 - 5 
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The  Corporation  operates  through  a  board  of  directors  of  which  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  the  chairman  and  operates  through  the 
facilities  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration.  Its 
primary  purpose  is  to  support  agricultural  prices  in  order  to  preserve 
farm  purchasing  power  and  incentives  for  production. 

Farm  prices  are  supported  in  a  number  of  ways: 

1 .  By  maldng  loans  to  farmers  on  their  commodities. 

2.  By  purchasing  commodities  which  are  in  surplus  and  diverting 
them  into  channels  where  the  pressure  on  the  normal  commercial 
market  will  not  be  so  great. 

3.  By  purchasing  commodities  for  foreign  distribution. 

Funds  for  this  operation  are  obtained  from  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  under  the  borrowing  power  of  the  Corporation.  The  mechanics 
of  this  process  are  simple. 

The  Corporation  issues  its  note  to  the  Treasury  and  funds  are  then 
advanced.  There  is  a  requirement  in  the  act  of  1938  imder  which  the 
Corporation’s  assets  must  at  no  time  be  less  than  its  liabilities.  This 
relationship  is  normally  maintained  by  the  fact  that  the  Corporation 
has  a  capital  stock  of  $100,000,000  so  that  as  it  makes  loans  or  pur¬ 
chases  and  thereby  secures  assets  in  the  form  of  commodities  or 
bankable  notes,  it  can  comply  with  the  1938  act. 

This  fact  is  of  more  than  academic  importance  because  the  com¬ 
mittee  examined  into  an  item  of  $500,000,000  in  cash  which  is  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Corporation  by  act  of  Congress  for  virtually  the  same 
purposes  as  the  general  credit  which  the  CCC  enjoys. 

The  committee  explored  the  necessity  for  maintaining  this  cash 
balance  and  was  advised  that  while  it  has  not  been  touched  since 
1941,  an  impairment  of  the  balance  between  assets  and  liabilities  of 
the  CCC  through  loans  and  purchases  might  make  it  necessary  to  use 
a  portion  of  this  fund  to  maintain  that  balance  as  required  by  law. 
There  is  real  doubt  that  the  legal  requirement  for  this  balance  is 
necessary  and  if  the  law  were  amended,  it  would  be  possible  to  rescind 
these  funds  and  restore  them  to  the  Treasury.  The  Corporation 
actually  enjoys  a  credit  accoimt  of  4%  billion  dollars  which  should  be 
more  than  adequate  for  every  foreseeable  purpose. 

The  Corporation’s  activities  might  be  listed  under  three  general 
classifications. 

1.  Price  supports  for  basic  commodities.  The  AAA  Act  of  1935 
as  amended  requires  that  prices  on  the  six  basic  commodities  of  corn, 
cotton,  wheat,  tobacco,  rice,  and  peanuts  be  supported  at  90  percent 
of  the  parity  price  and  this  is  accomplished  by  loans  to  producers 
since  these  commodities  are  storable. 

2.  Price-support  program  on  Steagall  commodities.  The  so-called 
SteagaU  amendment  to  the  act  of  1941  requires  that  prices  on  certain 
commodities  (about  20  in  number)  be  supported  for  a  period  of  2  years 
after  the  January  following  the  termination  of  hostilities  as  proclaimed 
by  the  President.  Since  that  proclamation  was  issued  in  December 
of  1946,  existing  law  requires  that  prices  on  these  commodities  be 
supported  until  December  31,  1948.  The  list  of  so-called  Steagall 
commoiities  includes  beans,  chickens,  long-staple  cotton,  eggs,  flaxseed 
hogs,  milk  and  butterfat,  dry  peas,  sweetpotatoes,  white  potatoes, 
soybeans,  and  turkeys. 
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The  Corporation  as  of  this  time  can  only  estimate  what  market 
conditions  may  be  like  and  what  action  may  be  necessary  by  ways  of 
purchases  to  keep  prices  at  required  levels. 

3.  Price  supports  on  other  commodities.  The  Corporation  is  also 
authorized  to  support  prices  on  a  third  group  of  commodities  which 
include  barley,  flax  flber,  hemp  fiber,  naval  stores,  oats,  rye,  hay  and 
pasture  seeds,  winter  cover  crop  seeds,  grain  sorghums,  and  wool. 

4.  A  fourth  program  is  called  the  general  supply  purchases  program 
which  is  devoted  mainly  to  the  acquisition  of  commodities  to  cover 
foreign  requirements  and  relief  commitments. 

5.  The  only  subsidy  program  which  will  be  operative  in  the  present 
year  and  in  the  next  fiscal  year  relates  to  sugar  and  embraces  all 
operations  relatmg  to  the  purchase  of  sugar  supplies  from  foreign 
sources. 

6.  Other  programs  include  a  foreign  purchase  program  and  a  com¬ 
modity  export  program. 

It  is  estimated  that  administrative  expenses  for  this  entire  program 
for  fiscal  1948  will  be  $11,516,109  which  is  a  reduction  of  $3,237,524. 
Slightly  more  than  $3,000,000  of  this  amount  will  be  received  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  UNRRA,  foreign  governments  and  other  sources  for  services 
rendered  so  that  the  administrative  expenditure  from  Corporation 
funds  will  be  $8,450,000. 

The  committee  has  not  reduced  this  estimated  amount. 

There  is  a  growing  belief  that  farm  prices  will  decline  in  the  months 
ahead  and  that  the  work  of  the  Corporation  might  be  as  large  a  volume 
as  in  the  prior  fiscal  year.  This,  of  course,  is  conjectural  but  it  was 
the  feeling  of  the  committee  that  since  price  supports  are  mandated 
by  existing  law,  the  Corporations  must  be  provided  with  adequate 
personnel  and  funds  to  carry  out  this  statutory  directive. 

LIMITATIONS  AND  LEGISLATIVE  PROVISIONS 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions  not  heretofore 
carried  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill  are  recommended: 

On  page  23  of  the  bill,  in  connection  with  the  item  for  meat  inspec¬ 
tion: 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws  relating  to  Federal 
inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $5,000,000,  for  deposit  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  as  a  working  capital  fund,  without  fiscal-year  limitation,  to  be 
designated  as  the  “Meat-inspection  fund”,  wl.ich  shall  be  available  for  all  expenses 
necessary  to  furnish  an  adeqiiate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service,  and  hereafter 
every  person,  firm,  public  agency,  or  other  organization  furnished  inspection  or 
service  under  said  laws,  including  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products  offered 
for  import  or  export  and  the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products,  shall 
pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  at  rates  and  fees  to  be  fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to 
be  deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full  reimbursement  for  the 
estimate  I  cost  attributable  to  the  furnishing  of  such  inspection  or  service,  including 
scientific  and  technical  investigations  and  laboratory  services;  investigations  relating 
to  violations  of,  an  I  authorized  exemptions  under,  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat 
inspection;  supervisory,  administrative,  statistical,  business  management,  and  other 
costs;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  without  regard  to 
section  607  of  the  Federal  Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase  of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and 
certificates  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  U  U.  S.  C.,  431);  and 
other  necessary  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  require 
advance  payment,  posting  of  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  payment,  in  order  to  protect 
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the  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  withdraw  such  inspection  or 
service  for  nonpayment  of  charges  or  fees,  or  faihire  to  provide  the  required  assurance 
of  payment:  Provided  further.  That  inspection  or  other  technical  services  may  be 
rendered  to  Government  and  other  public  agencies,  upon  request,  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  herein  provided:  Provided  further,  That  a  schedule  of  obligations  and 
reimbursements  of  the  meat~inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close  of  the  last  completed 
fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be  included 
in  the  Budget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annually:  And  provided  f  urther.  That  pay¬ 
ments  shall  be  made  for  inspection  or  service  rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

On  page  58,  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration: 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm  tenancy  loans  in  accordance 
with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropria¬ 
tions  and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Horne  Administration  Act  of  1946  are,  as  of  the 
dose  of  June  SO,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June 
SO,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  named 
above,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the 
security  therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection 
with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  SO,  1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall 
make  no  further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to 
lend  or  advance  to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  referred 
to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  advances,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public  debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  > 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  securities  ma,y  be  issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such 
loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Repayments  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a  public  debt  transaction  of  the 
United  States. 

On  page  61,  in  connection  with  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration: 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (/)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20, 
1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  loans  to  the  Administratoi ,  upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year  commencing  with 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine 
to  be  necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest  per  annum,  not  in 
excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections  4  o-nd  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  may  determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers  from  the 
Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive  Order 
Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid  balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947,  shall 
be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for  loans  made  after  June  SO,  1947, 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and  operation  of  generating  plants, 
electric  transmission  and  distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity  of  such  obligations  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installa¬ 
tion  of  electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not  exceed  two-thirds 
of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more  than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby 
authorized  to  make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments,  and  to  do 
all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to  effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such  trust  instru- 
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merits  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Administrator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
providing  for  the  holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations  for  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the  Administrator  heretofore  made 
by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  are,  as  of  the  close  of  J une  30,  194-7,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury; 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of 
the  close  of  June  SO,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus 
accrued  unpaid  interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting 
the  security  therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection 
with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall 
make  no  further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  3  (a),  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed 
to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For  the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant 
to  this  section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public  debt 
transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty 
Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  issued  under 
that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans  or  advances  to  the  Administrator.  Repay¬ 
ments  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a 
public  debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

“Sec.  S.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  principal  and  interest  on  loans 
made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment 
of  loans  made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the  payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing 
payments  of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be 
covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 


COMPLIANCE  WITH  RULE  XIII-2A 

The  following  is  submitted  in  compliance  with  clause  2a  of  rule 
XIII: 


EXISTING  LXW 

The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  such 
amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal 
year  commencing  with  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1945,  as  the  Congress 
may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  be 
necessary,  with  interest  at  a  rate  of 
lYi  per  centum  per  annum  upon  the 
security  of  the  otijigations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  or 
from  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  estab¬ 
lished  by  Executive  Order  Numbered 
7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Re¬ 
construction  Finance  Corporation  to 
the  Administrator  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendment  shall  be 
adjusted  to  a  rate  of  1%  per  centum  per 


IN  PENDING  BILL 

On  page  61,  beginning  with  line  9: 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (/)  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  approved 
May  io,  1936,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator,  upon 
the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  in  such  amounts  in  the 
aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year  commencing 
with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO,  1948, 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time 
determine  to  be  necessary,  either  without 
interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest  per 
annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided 
for  in  sections  4  a,nd  5  of  this  Act,  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  determine, 
upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of 
borrowers  from  the  Administator  ap¬ 
pointed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  the 
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annum:  Provided,  That  no  such  loan 
shall  be  in  an  amount  exceeding  85 
per  centum  of  the  principal  amount  out¬ 
standing  of  the  obligations  constituting 
the  security  therefor:  And  'provided 
further,  That  such  obligations  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  generating 
plants,  electric  transmission  and  dis¬ 
tribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully 
amortized  over  a  period  not  to  exceed 
thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the 
purpose  of  financing  the  wiring  of 
premises  and  the  acquisition  and  instal¬ 
lation  of  electrical  and  plumbing  appli¬ 
ances  and  equipment  shall  not  exceed 
two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof 
and  not  more  than  five  years.  The 
Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to 
make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute 
all  such  instruments,  and  to  do  all  such 
acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to 
effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment 
to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  of  all  such  obligations.  The 
amount  of  the  notes,  bonds,  debentures, 
and  other  such  obligations  which  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is 
authorized  and  empowered  to  issue 
and  to  have  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  under  existing  law  is  hereby  in¬ 
creased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  hereof. 


Rural  Electrification  Administration  es¬ 
tablished  by  Executive  Order  Numbered 
7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  to  the 
Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947,  shall 
be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any, 
established  for  loans  made  after  June  SO, 
1947,  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
provision:  Provided,  That  such  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  generat¬ 
ing  plants,  electric  transmission  and  dis¬ 
tribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully 
amortized  over  a  period  not  to  exceed 
thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
of  stich  obligations  incurred  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  financing  the  wiring  of  premises 
and  the  acquisition  and  installation  of 
electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and 
equipment  shall  not  exceed  two-thirds  of 
the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more  than 
five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby 
authorized  to  make  all  such  endorsements, 
to  execute  all  such  instruments,  and  to  do 
all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assign¬ 
ment  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of 
all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon 
by  the  Administrator  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  providing  for  the  holding 
in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such 
obligations  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 
Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or 
made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obliga¬ 
tions,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the 
Administrator  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June 
30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947, 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstand¬ 
ing  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof 
and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and 
unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such 
notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,Hn 
an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal 
of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued 
unpaid  interest  through  June  30,  1947. 
Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make 
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no  further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  3  (a),  any  unobligated 
V  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 

the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
has  theretofore  been  authorized  and 
directed  to  lend  to  the.  Administrator. 
For  the  purpose  of  making  loans  or 
advances  pursuant  to  this  section,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
to  use  as  a  public  debt  transaction  the 
proceeds  fro7n  the  sale  of  any  securities 
issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond 
Act,  as  a^nended,  and  the  purposes  for 
which  securities  may  be  issued  under 
that  Act  are  extended  to  include' such 
loans  or  advances  to  the  Administrator. 
Repayments  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  public  debt  transaction  of 
the  United  States. 

“Sec.  S.  if)  All  moneys  representing 
payments  of,  principal  and  interest  on 
loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be 
paid  Jo  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
payment  of  loans  made  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury; 
upon  the  payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys 
representing  payments  of  principal  and 
.  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Adminis¬ 

trator  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury 
as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases 

(Note.— The  increases  and  decreases  shown  are  based  on  comparison  with  the  1947  estimated  available 

figures] 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-h)  or 

decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

+$3,000 

Approved. 

+45,000 

Do. 

+10,000 

+7,500 

+26,000 

[General  reduction  of  $100,000 
[  imposed  against  the  direct 
)  appropriation. 

+26, 850 

Approved. 

+500,000 

Disallowed 

+5, 000, 000 

$3,000,000  allowed. 

+6, 000, 000 

$1,000,000  allowed. 

+3, 000,  000 

Do. 

+5,000,000. 

Do.  1 

+46,000 

General  reduction  of  $100,000 
imposed  against  thejdirect 
appropriation. 

[-9,  735] 
[+38, 950] 

Approved. 

[+29,  215] 

+8,000 

General  reduction  of  $125,000. 

+20, 000 

t 

•  j 

+10, 950 

■ 

[-15,000] 
[+296, 400] 

Approved. 

Do. 

[+281, 400] 

Do. 

+228, 200 

Do. 

+28,200 

Do. 

+40,000 

Do. 

Item 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
Salaries  and  expenses: 

To  replace  the  official  automobile  of  the  Secretary 
(nonrecurring). 

To  establish  employee  health  program  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  658,  79th  Cong. 

To  strengthen  the  employee  safety  program . . 

To  replace  worn-out  office  equipment  (nonrecurring). 
To  maintain  adequate  central  departmental  tele¬ 
phone,  telegraph,  and  records  services. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

PENALTY  MAIL  (SEC.  2,  PUBLIC  LAW  364, 
78TH  CONG.) 

To  cover,  in  part,  increase  in  mailing  rate  from  $15  to 
$18.60  per  thousand  pieces. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

For  payments  to  States  for  research  at  State  experiment 
stations. 

For  research  on  utilization  and  as.sociated  problems  in 
connection  with  the  development  and  application  of 
present,  new,  and  extended  uses  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  and  products  thereof. 

For  broadening  and  strengthening  agricultural  research, 
other  than  utilization  research. 

For  research  and  service  work  on  the  marketing  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products. 

OFFICE  OF  SOLICITOR 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  within-grade  salary  advance¬ 
ments. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 
Salaries  and  expenses: 

Decrease  in  transfers _ _ _ 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below... 

Net  increase  in  funds  available _ 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

To  provide  a  stall  adequate  to  handle  the  ac¬ 
counting,  auditing,  and  related  fiscal  responsi¬ 
bilities. 

For  additional  work  in  answering  public  and 
Con.gressional  requests  for  agricultural  informa¬ 
tion,  and  for  editorial  and  other  work  on  publi¬ 
cations. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Prmting  and  binding: 

Decrease  in  transfers _ _ _ 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  beiowIII 

Net  increase  in  funds  available _ 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

For  increased  printing  costs  of  program  forms, 
schedules.  Farmers’  Bulletin  lists  and  periodi¬ 
cals,  and  Agriculture  Yearbook. 

Fot  printing  technical  publications  on  results  of 
Department  research. 

For  printing  new  Farmers’  Bulletins,  reprints 
and  forest  map  folders. 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

LIBRARY 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  “Administrathe  ex- 

f-$850] 

Approved. 

ponses,  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.” 

Increase  in  direct  appro-priation,  as  detailed  below... 

[+42, 000] 

Do. 

Net  increase  in  funds  available _ 

[+41, 150] 

Do. 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation:  For  exchange  of 

+42,000 

Do. 

publications  with  libraries  in  foreign  countries, 
+$20,000;  indexing  foreign  iiterature  issued  during 
the  war  years,  +$10,000;  funds  by  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  in  lieu  of  annual  transfers  from  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  administrative  funds — an  off¬ 
setting  decrease  being  shown  in  the  CCC  budget, 
-t-$S50;  and  for  within-grade  salary  advancements, 
+$11,150. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Economic  investigations: 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  “Administrative  ex- 

[-80, 150] 

Do. 

ponses.  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.” 

Increase,  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below _ 

[+80, 143] 

Net  decrease  in  funds  available _ 

[-7] 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

+80, 143 

General  reduction  of  $750,000 
in  direct  appropriation. 

Increase  of  $80,150  in  direct  appropriation  m 

lieu  of  transfer  from  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 

poration  (shown  as  offsetting  decrease  in  CCC 
budget)  and  a  decrease  of  $7  to  round  off  the 
appropriation  total. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates: 

Decrease  in  direct  appropriation  to  round  off  appro- 

-$50 

Approved. 

priation  total. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELA¬ 
TIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses . . . . - . . 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Payments  to  States: 

To  extend  benefits  of  sec.  21  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 

+134,000 

$100,000  reduction  imposed. 

Approved. 

‘  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of 

Aug.  28,  1937,  in  order  to  help  meet  urgent  health, 
nutrition,  production,  and  related  problems. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOK 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  work  at  the  Agricultural  Research  Center  on 

+75, 000 

Do. 

repair  of  sewage  system,  expansion  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  coal  yard  facilities,  repair  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  roads,  installation  of  a  small  bituminous 
materials  mixing  plant,  and  maintenance  and 

operation  of  water  treatment  plant  ($54,200  is  non¬ 
recurring). 

To  replace  wom-out  farm  and  other  equipment  (non- 

+35, 000 

Do. 

recurring). 

For  employment  of  safety  engineer-fire  control  officer. 

+4,400 

Do. 

For  withlri-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 

+5,400 

Do. 

Elimination  of  nonreemring  construction  items 

-141,800 

Do. 

provided  in  1947  act. 

Elimination  of  special  item  in  1947  act  for  explore- 

-20,000 

Do, 

tory  investigations  of  agricultural  problems  in 
Alaska. 

SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND..  _ 

$100,000  reduction  Imposed 

against  “Special  research 
projects.” 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimatedav  ail- 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION— Continued 


RESEARCH  ON  STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  ACRICULTURAL 
MATERIALS 

To  develop  domestic  sources  of  natural  rubber  from 
guayule  and  other  rubber-bearing  plants. 


-b$170, 000 


Approved. 


For  investigations  of  improved  methods  for  extracting 
and  processing  rubber  from  guayule  and  other  rubber¬ 
bearing  plants.. 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA... 


-1-179,  000 


OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 


Do. 


A  total  of  $144,940  allowed, 
$100,000  being  an  increase  by 
the  committee  above  budget 
and  $44,940  transferred  from 
the  budget  item  for  pay¬ 
ments  to  Alaska  for  an  agri¬ 
cultural  experiment  station. 


P  ayments  to  States,  Hawaii,  .Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico. 


Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States: 

To  overcome  a  backlog  in  important  publications 
work. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements. . . . 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Rico: 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  construction  items 
provided  in  the  1947  act. 


BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 


Animal  husbandry: 

For  additional  personnel  to  properly  care  for  experi¬ 
mental  animals. 

For  increased  participation  in  National  Poultry 
Improvement  program. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  items  provided  in  1947 
act  for  construction  of  buildings  at  Glendale,  Ariz., 
poultry  station. 

Elimination  of  funds  provided  in  1947  act  for  studies 
of  needs  for  poultry  research  programs  in  the 
Southern  Great  Plains  and  Southeastern  States. 

To  replace  trucks  at  field  experiment  stations  (non¬ 
recurring)  . 

For  repai."-,  reconditioning  and  improvement  of  facili- 
ties  at  six  field  stations  (nonrecurring) . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements 
Diseases  of  animals: 

To  .strengthen  research  work  on  brucellosis  of  cattle 
and  swine. 

For  additional  personnel  to  properly  care  for  experi¬ 
mental  animals. 


For  additional  work  on  Newcastle  disease  of  poultry. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  items  provided  in  1941 
e'enter  ’■^6  Agricultural  Researcl 

For  improvements  to  heating  plant  at  the  .Agri 
cultural  Research  Center  (nonrecurring). 

1*  or  within-grade  salary  advancements  . . 

Inspection  and  quarantine: 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  portion  of  the  $85  001 
supplemental  appropriation  for  1947  to  establisi 
ana  maintain  an  international  animal  quarantine 
statlou  ou  Swan  Island,  in  the  Carribean. 

Tor  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 


-1-14, 000 
-b3,000 
-62,500 


-t-25, 000 
-f 50, 000 
-20,000 

-7,500 

H-ll,  500 

-f  100, 000 

-1-10,000 

-1-30, 000 

-1-21,500 

-1-50,000 

-105,000 

-1-40,000 
-f8,  500 
-75,000 

-1-16,000  f 


$2,440  of  the  Budget  estimate 
for  Bankhead-Jones  Act  pay¬ 
ments  and  $42,500  for  special 
Alaska  acts,  total  $44,940, 
transferred  to  direct  super¬ 
vision  of  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  under  the  preceding 
item  for  research  on  agricul¬ 
tural  problems  of  Alaska. 


Approved. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

'Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tions  totaling  $114,803  im¬ 
posed,  $81,808  relating  to 
controls  over  interstate  ship¬ 
ments  of  livestock  and  $32,997 
against  the  function  of  super¬ 
vising  the  importation  of 
,  animal  byproducts. 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f-;  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION— Continued 


bureau  of  animal  industry— continued 


Meat  inspection: 


For  additional  veterinarians  and  lay  Inspectors. 
For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 


-f  SfOO,  000 
-f240, 000 


Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act 


Marketing  agreements,  hog-cholera  virus  and  serum 
(transfer) : 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 

Eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious 
diseases  of  animals: 

Decrease  in  funds  available  to  meet  emergencies 
arising  from  outbreaks  of  foot-and-mouth  and 
other  contagious  diseases  of  animals  (budget  car¬ 
ries  $100,000  token  appropriation  and  lan^age 
making  any  funds  in  the  Department  available 
for  such  work  pending  appropriation  of  funds  for 
the  purpose) . 

Elimination  of  special  1947  appropriation _ 


[-1-600] 


-205,000 


-9, 000, 000 


I  Reduction  of  $6,140,000  im¬ 
posed  below  budget  esti¬ 
mate.  Committee  recom¬ 
mends  a  .$5,000,000  working 
capital  fund  with  provision 
placing  the  service  on  a  self- 
supporting  basis. 

General  reduction  of  $.50,00 
imposed. 


Approved. 


Budget  propo.sal  approved. 


Approved. 


BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  analyzing  experimental  breeding  data . . 

To  meet  increased  operating  costs,  particularly 
dairy  feeds. 

For  adequate  enforcement  of  the  Process  Butter  Act. 


BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 
ENGINEERING 

Field  crops: 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of 
research  program. 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) _ 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 
Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops: 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of  re¬ 
search  program. 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) _ 

For  repair  and  installation  of  utilities  at  Agricultural 
Research  Center  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 
Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancemerts _ _ 

Forest  diseases- 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies  and  other  oper¬ 
ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of  re¬ 
search  program. 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) . . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 


-t-10,000 
-t-25, 188 

-f7,000 


(General  reduction  of  $75,000 
I  imposed  against  budget  proj- 
I  ject  to  which  these  items 
I  relate. 

Approved. 

Further  reduction  of  $50,000 
imposed  below  Budget, 
$25,000  against  the  nutri¬ 
tional  project  and  .$25,000 
against  the  project  relating 
to  investigations  of  milk  and 
its  products. 


-t-125,000 


Approved. 


-f  .16, 000  Do. 

-71,400  Do. 


-1-31. 100 


Do. 


-f-125, 000 


Do. 


-f-33, 700 
-t-180,000 

-165,000 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


-f 26, 000 
-1-20, 000 

4-6,800 

-1-5,600 


Do. 

'Allowed,  exceiit  for  $5,050  per¬ 
taining  to  work  on  diseases 
of  young  natural  stands  and 
plantations  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  eliminated  en¬ 
tirely  by  a  total  reduction  of 
,  $80,720  below  the  Budget. 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-I-)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION — Continued 

BUKEAU  OF>I-ANT  INDUSTRY,  SOUS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 
ENGINEERING— continued 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation: 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper- 

-f  $50, 000 

General  reduction  of  $100,000 

ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of 
research  program. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 

4-17,500 

below  Budget  imposed  under 
the  general  project  for  soil 
improvement,  management, 
and  irrigation  research. 

Reduction  of  $50,000  imposed 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment  (nonrecurring) . 

4-23,  500 

in  estimate  for  work  on 
fertilizers. 

Approved. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  In  1947 

-60, 000 

Do. 

Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 
Agricultural  engineering: 

For  additional  field  labor,  supplies,  and  other  oper- 

4-30, 000 

Do. 

ating  needs  to  assure  continued  effectiveness  of 
research  program. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements.  _  _ 

4-7, 300 

Do. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1947 

-37, 300 

Do. 

Act  for  repair  of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations. 
National  Arboretum: 

For  preparation  of  detailed  plans  and  specifications 

4-150, 000 

Disallowed. 

for  buildings  and  other  physical  facilities  (non¬ 
recurring)  . 

For  acquisition  of  land  on  which  options  will  expire 

4-350, 000 

Approved. 

in  July  1947  (nonrecurring). 

For  construction  of  roads  (nonrecurring) _ 

4-117, 000 

Disallowed. 

For  utilities  which  should  be  installed  concurrently 

4-67, 100 

Do. 

with  the  proposed  road  construction  (nonrecur¬ 
ring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

4-1, 000 

Approved. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  ILANT  QUARANTINE 
Insect  investigations: 

To  strengthen  investigations  on  forest  insects  in 

4-35, 000 

Do. 

western  States. 

To  reestablish  the  parasite  receiving  station  at  Ho- 

4-17,000 

Do. 

boken,  N.  J. 

To  study  effectiveness  of  new  insecticidal  materials  . 

-i-23, 000 

[General  reduction  of  $47,900 

To  determine  methods  of  deinsecticizing  planes  and 
other  carriers  and  their  cargoes. 

4-50, 000 

<  below  estimate  for  “Control 
[  investigations^  work. 

To  replace  worn-out  automotive  equipment  (non¬ 
recurring)  . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements 

4-45,000 

Approved. 

4-30,  600 

Approved.  Reductions  below 

1 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control: 

To  replace  worn-out  automotive  equipment  (non¬ 
recurring)  . 

For  within-grade  salarv  advancements 

4-78, 600 

budget  imposed:  $82,100 
against  work  on  insects  af¬ 
fecting  man  and  animals, 
and  $58,700  against  insect 
identification  and  classifica¬ 
tion. 

Approved. 

4-36, 900 

$22,600  allowed. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines: 

For  inspection  of  plants  and  plant  products  moving 

4-214, 000 

Reductions  below  budget  im¬ 
posed:  Dutch  elm  disease, 
$269,900;  pink  bollworm  proj¬ 
ect,  $600,000. 

Approved. 

mto  tOe  continental  United  States  by  air  traffic. 

To  replace  worn-out  automotive  equipment  (non- 

4-10, 000 

Do. 

recurring) . 

^  For  within-grade  salary  advancements 

-f 34, 000 

Do. 

Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insect  pests  and  plant 
diseases. 

TUSSOCK  MOTH  CONTROL 

Elimination  of  special  item  provided  in  First  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1947. 

-396, 000 

Reduction  of  $750,000  below 
Budget  Imposed,  $600,000 
against  the  reserve  fund  and 
$250,000  against  pear  psylla 
control. 

Do. 

1 
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Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f-)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION — Continued 

BUEEAU  OF  AGEICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 


Regional  research  laboratories: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements. 


-f  $80, 000 


Approved.  • 


BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

To  provide  for  prompt  dissemination  and  application 
of  j-esults  of  scientific  investigations  in  human 
nutrition  and  home  economics. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 


-1-25,000  Do. 

4-13, 000  Do. 


WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 

Reduction  in  eradication  program,  as  follows: 

State  and  privately-owned  lands _ 

National  forests _ 

Interior  Department  lands.  _ _ _ 

FOREST  SERVICE 


-1, 310,  761 
-624, 821 
-64, 418 


Approved,  and  a  reduction  of 
$260,000  imposed  in  the 
project  for  leadership,  co¬ 
ordination,  and  technical 
.  direction. 


General  administrative  expenses _ _ 

National  forest  protection  and  management: 

Strengthen  fire  control  work _ _ 

For  timber  sales  work _ 

(Decrease  arising  from  elimination  of  special  transfer 
to  this  appropriation  in  1947  from  the  item  “Ac¬ 
quisition  of  lands  for  national  forests’’  (timber 
sales),  contained  in  First  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1947).  • 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 


-f300, 000 
-1-600,000 
-410, 000 


-f 324, 000 


Fighting  forest  fires: 

Decrease  arising  from  the  fact  that  the  usual  annual  —3, 944, 000 
deficiency  has  been  provided  for  1947,  whereas 
1948  budget  includes  only  the  customary  token 
appropriation  of  $100,000. 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _  4-45, 000 


Forest  products _ _ _ 

Forest  resources  investigations _ _ 

Forest  fire  cooperation: 

For  cooperative  fire  protection  on  State  and  private 
lands  (provides  $9,000,000  as  authorized  for  1948). 
Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests: 

Reduction  in  level  of  program  (Weeks  Act) _ 


4-700, 000 


-2,  000,  000 


(Increase  arising  from  elimination  of  special  transfer 
from  this  appropriation  in  1947  to  the  item  “Na¬ 
tional  forest  protection  and  management,”  con¬ 
tained  in  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 
1947.) 

Control  of  tree  insect  epidemics,  national  forests: 

Elimination  of  special  item  provided  in  First  Defi¬ 
ciency  Appropriation  Act,  1947. 


4-410.  000 


-282,  500 


General  cut  of  $32,000  imposed. 

Approved. 

Disallowed. 

Approved. 


Approved,  except  as  may  be 
affected  by  the  following  re¬ 
ductions  below  the  Budget: 
General  manage¬ 
ment,  etc. . $500,  000 

Maintenance  of 
improvements.  100, 000 
Protection  of 
wildlife  re¬ 
sources  (elimi¬ 
nates  project)..  162,813 
Land-use  man¬ 
agement . .  182,296 


945, 109 


Approved. 


Reduction  of  $200,000  below 
budget  imposed  against  the 
forest-management  project. 
Reduction  of  $555,000  imposed. 
Reduction  of  $500,000  imposed. 

Approved. 


{Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $500,000  imposed. 
Approved. 


Do. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f )  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 


Forest  highways. 


-$2, 414, 222 


Forest  road  development . . 

FLOOD  CONTROL 


Decrease  in  direct  appropriation — budget  estimate  and 
available  prior  year  balances  will  provide  approxi¬ 
mately  $2,619,000  (a  reduction  of  about  $1,000,000 
below  1947). 


-1,600.000 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 


Soil  conservation  research: 

For  within-grado  salary  advancements _ 

Reduction  in  water  retaliation  investigations,  Ever¬ 
glades  region  of  Florida. 

Soil  conservation  operations: 

To  provide  technical  and  other  assistance  to  addi¬ 
tional  conservation  districts  in  the  planning  and 
application  of  soil  and  w-ater  conservation  farming 
practices. 

Elimination  of  funds  provided  in  1947  act  to  pur¬ 
chase  Government  surplus  equipment. 

Elimination  of  funds  for  cooperation  with  other 
agencies  in  areas  to  be  incorporated  within  con¬ 
servation  districts. 

For  within-gi-ade  salary  advancements . 


-f  13,  200 
-13,200 


+2, 205, 000 


-2, 500, 000 
-188,000 

-f 620, 000 


LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

To  complete  construction  of  the  Little  Grassy  Dam  in 
Southern  Illinois  (nonrecurring). 

To  reconstruct  and  repair  spillways  and  other  structures 
on  six  dams  located  on  land-utilization  projects  (non¬ 
recurring)  . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

WATER  CONSERVATION  AND  UTILIZA¬ 
TION  PROJECTS 

Elimination  of  direct  appropriation  (prior  year  balances 
which  are  available  until  expended  will  provide  about 
$1,042,000  for  this  program  in  1948). 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND 
RESOURCES 


-4-237,200 

-4-1,458,600 

-f5,200 


-700,000 


Decrease  in  direct  appropriation  and  reappropriations 
Proposed  transfer  from  section  .32  funds . . . 

Net  decrease  in  funds  available,  as  detailed  below. 


[-112,526,000] 
[4-100, 000,000] 


[-12,526,000] 


Elimination  of  a  special  item  for  legume  and  grass  seed 
production. 

Elimination  of  non-recurring  item  provided  in  1947  Act 
to  restore  funds  for  advance  purchases  of  conservation 
materials  and  services. 

For  administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
tobacco  marketing  quota  program. 


-12, 500,000 
—600,000 


-f 574, 000 


Recommendation  of  committee 


Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $6,000,000  imposed. 
Reduction  of  $2,500,000  im¬ 
posed. 


Approved. 


.Approved,  and  general  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $750,000  imposed. 

Approved. 


Do. 

Do. 


Approved,  except  as  may  be 
affected  by  committee  re¬ 
duction  of  $5,437,000  below  i 
budget,  to  be  applied  pri-  ; 
marily  to  national,  regional. 
State,  and  district  offices  : 
(none  against  nurseries). 


General  cut  of  $1,660,000  below 
Budget  imposed. 


I 


Approved.  ' 

'  1 


Transfer  from  sec.  32  funds  dis¬ 
allowed:  $117,520,754  reduc¬ 
tion  below  budget  for 
program  expenses,  including 
elimination  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphic  laboratory:  $18,584,- 
956  reduction  in  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  (no  cut  in 
tobacco  marketing  quota 
program  expenses) .  Plan- 
ntng  authorization  for  a  1948 
conservation  program  elimi- 
,  nated. 

Approved. 


Do.  " 

) 
I 

Do.  I 
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Committee's  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


I  TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-f)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINIS¬ 


TRATION — Continued 


SUGAR  ACT 

For  payments  to  sugar  producers _ _ 

For  increased  costs  for  service  performed  by  personnel 
of  county  associations. 

Elimination  of  transfers  to  the  Treasury  Department _ 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT _ _ 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  AGRICUI.TURAL  MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS 


MARKETING  SERVICES 
Market  news  service: 

For  market  news  on  livestock,  meats  and  wool _ 

For  market  news  on  fruits  and  vegetables _ 

For  market  news  on  dairy  and  poultry  products _ 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products: 

For  inspection  and  certification  of  fresh  and  proc¬ 
essed  fruits  and  vegetables. 

To  provide  for  farmers  a  soybean  and  flaxseed  testing 
service. 

To  provide  a  wool  testing  service  for  grease  wools _ 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

Marketing  farm  products: 

Elimination  of  regulations,  allocations,  controls, 
pricing,  the  wage  stabilization  and  food  industry 
labor  programs,  and  other  activities  which  were 
necessary  for  the  period  immediately  following  the 
war. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 

Tobacco  Acts: 

To  extend  inspection,  grading,  and  other  services 
to  additional  auction  sales. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acts: 

To  process  an  increased  volume  of  complaints  and 
applications  for  licenses  under  the  Perishable 
Agricultural  Commodities  Act. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act: 

To  provide  Federal  supervisory  inspection  facilities 
for  grain  in  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak. 

To  replace  worn-out  laboratory,  grading,  and  auto¬ 
motive  equipment  (nonrecurring). 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . 

United  States  Warehouse  Act: 

For  initiating  work  necessary  to  a  determination  of 
rates  to  be  charged  by  licensed  warehousemen. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements - 

Naval  Stores  Act: 

To  reolace  automotive  equipment  (nonrecurring)  — 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements - - 

^  SUPPLY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OP  FARM  LABOR 

Elimination  of  calendar  year  1947  appropriation  item. 
(Note. — -Additional  funds  are  pending  in  Second  De¬ 
ficiency  Bill,  1947) _ _ _ 


-f  $1, 426, 988 
-f 75, 000 


Approved. 

Do. 


—6, 130 
+4, 142 


—6,000,000 


Do. 

Reduction  of  $50,000  below 
budget  estimate  for  national 
office  expenses,  the  $50,000 
being  available  for  pay¬ 
ments. 

Reduction  of  $30,000,000  below 
the  $75,000,000  budget. 

New  item  of  $525,300  inserted 
by  committee  to  continue 
activities  relating  to  the 
Marketing  Agreements  Act 
of  1937,  presently  financed 
with  section  32  funds  which 
the  committee  bill  rescinds 
in  full  for  1948. 


-(-11,000 
-1-23,000 
-bl6,000 
-bl9, 028 


Approved. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


-f 15, 000  Do. 

-t-15,000  Do. 


-f70, 000  Do. 

-f 16, 000  Do. 


-1,121,615 


-1-10, 115 


Approved,  and  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $400,000  imposed 
(general). 


-f 200, 000 
-(-8,000 


Approved. 

Do.' 


-f 50,  000 


Do. 


-(-4,  200 

-1-18,400 

-1-41,  600 

-1-13,  000 

-f 35, 000 

-1-10,000 

-1-8,300 

-(-1,800 
-fl,  100 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Genera)  reduction  of  $100,000 
below  Budget. 


Approved. 

Do. 

Do. 


-12,  000,  000 


Do. 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— Continued  ^ 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-b)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avail¬ 
able,  1947 

Recommendation  of  committee 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act: 

For  supervision  of  an  anticipated  increased  volume 
of  futures  trading. 

+$38,  052 

Disallowed. 

For  more  adequate  and  frequent  audits  of  records  of 
all  registered  brokerage  firms. 

+35, 720 

Do. 

For  more  frequent  examination  of  trading  techniques 
and  records  and  for  assembling  evidence  for  hear¬ 
ing  or  court  proceedings. 

+46,  228 

Do. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

+9,000 

Approved. 

Reduction  in  amount  estimated  for  farm  tenancy  loans.. 

-15,000,000 

Entire  e.stimate  of  $36,000,000 
eliminated. 

Reduction  in  amount  estimated  for  production  and  sub¬ 
sistence  loans.. . . . . . . . 

-4, 000, 000 

[Approved,  and  further  reduc' 
I  tion  of  $30,000,000  imposed. 

Elimination  of  an  unobligated  balance  available  for  pro¬ 
duction  and  subsistence  loans  in  1947. 

-1,611, 282 

To  establish  the  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund 
authorized  by  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act 
of  1946. 

Net  savings  in  operating  costs  due  to  consolidation  of 
Farm  Security  Administration  and  Emergency  Crop 
and  Feed  Loan  Division  of  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion,  reduction  in  the  number  of  borrowers,  consolida¬ 
tion  of  approximately  95  county  offices  with  adjoining 
offices,  and  other  economies. 

+15, 000, 000 

-4, 973, 622 

$1,000,000  approved  for  this 
fund. 

Elimination  of  rural  rehabilitation  grant  program _ 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  "Farmers’  crop  production 
and  harvesting  loans”  to  Farm  Credit  Administration 
for  cost  of  over-all  administration  of  crop-loan  program 
which  was  under  supervision  of  FCA  until  Oct.  31, 
1946. 

For  expenses  incident  to  examining,  approving,  and 
servicing  approximately  2,250  insured  mortgages. 
Elimination  of  transfer  to  the  Treasury  Department _ 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

Salaries  and  expenses; 

-42, 324 

Reduction  of  $12,000,000  below 

-102, 015 

+766,995 

-77, 434 

budget,  allowing  a  total  of 
$18,000,000. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements.. . . 

Loans; 

+50,  000 

General  reduction  of  $1,600,000 
below  budget. 

Direct  appropriation  for  loans . . . 

f+25,  (1)0. 000] 

Disallowed. 

Decrease  in  authorization  to  borrow  loan  funds  from 
RFC. 

[-25, 000, 000] 

RFC  borrowing  authorization 
deleted,  with  provision  for 
borrowings  by  REA  from 
the  Treasury. 

No  change  in  funds  available  for  loans . . 

The  budget  proposes  a  direct  appropriation  of 
$25,000,000  for  loans,  the  security  for  which  will 
provide  the  necessary  collateral  margin  for  borrow¬ 
ings  from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  with  an  offsetting  decrease  in  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  borrow  from  RFC. 

FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses; 

A  net  decrease  of  $59,000  in  available  funds  resulting 
from  economies  in  operations,  distributed  by 
sources  of  funds  as  follows: 

[0] 

$25,000,000  reduction. 

Direct  appropriation _ 

-23,000 

Approved. 

-\ssessments  against  member  institutions  of  the 
Farm  Credit  system. 

+100, 910 

Do. 

Elimination  of  transfer  from  "Farmers’  crop 
production  and  harvesting  loans.” 

[-102,015] 

Do. 

Reimbursements  from  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation. 

[-34, 895] 

Do. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 

TITLR  11— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (-I-)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
estimated  avaii- 
able,  1947 


Recommendation  of  committee 


FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  expenses  in  handiing  an  increased  work  load  in 
State  offices  due  to  greater  participation  in  the 
program,  including  processing  of  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  and  indemnity  ciaims;  and  to  strengthen 
the  adjustment  organization  to  hoid  losses  to  a 
minimum. 

For  processing  in  the  branch  offices  approximately 
237,000  additional  insurance  contracts  and  100,000 
additional  indemnity  claims  during  1948. 

For  expenses  in  headquarters  office  to  improve 
actuarial  data. 

For  cost  of  writing  approximately  40,000  contracts 
covering  three  new  trial  insurance  commodities. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  expenses  on  three-year 
cotton  and  wheat  contracts,  and  reduction  due  to 
discontinuance  of  trial  insurance  on  corn  and 
tobacco. 

For  storage  costs  on  commodity  stocks  to  be  pur¬ 
chased  when  premium  notes  mature  on  the  1947 
crop,  and  for  increased  storage  costs  on  commodity 
inventory  carried  over  from  the  1945  and  1946 
crops. 

Elimination  of  transfers  to  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Nominal  reduction  in  transfer  to  “Administrative 
expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.” 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

Appropriation  for  use  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  in  sub¬ 
scribing  to  capital  stock  (net  reduction;  $20,000,000  ap¬ 
propriated  in  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 
1947,  against  $10,000,000  recommended  for  1948). 


-|-$701,  154 


-f  191, 259 


-t-13, 713 
-f-120,000 
-236, 270 

-j-714,  000 


Total  amount  recommended  in 
bill  lor  1948  is  $1,000,000,  ac¬ 
companied  by  language  lim¬ 
iting  its  use  to  continuation 
of  experimental  crop  insur¬ 
ance,  as  authorized,  and 
liquidation  of  1947  and  prior 
crop  year  insurance  contracts 
(except  experimental  insur¬ 
ance  contracts). 


-22, 821 


-368 
-f 59, 333 
-10,000,000 


Approved. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 


Administrative  expenses  from  Corporation  funds; 

Discontinuance  and  liquidation  of  beef  and  dairy 
production  and  sheep  and  lamb  subsidy  programs. 
Liquidation  of  certain  foreign  contract  settlement 
activities. 

Elimination  of  transfers  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics  and  the  Library. 

For  administration  of  price  support  programs . 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . . . 


[-2,679,000] 

[-300,000] 

[-81, 000] 

[4-2, 640, 650] 
[-H09, 350] 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


TITLE  III— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

Note. — In  addition,  the  committee  bill  recommends,  under  title  III,  that  the  permanent  appropriation 
for  1948  under  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1936,  be  rescinded.  It  is  estimated  in  the  1948  budget  at 
$148,000, OOOi'a  more  current  estimate  is  $149,000,000. 
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®“  Transferred  to  appropriations" Research  on  agricultural  problems'of  Alaska.” 

*>  Includes  $141,000  appropriated  in  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1946. 

To  be  established  as  a  working  capital  fund  for  a  meat  inspection  service  which  the  committee  bill  would  place  on  a  completely 
self-supporting  basis. 
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”  Appropriated  by  H.  J.  Res.  154,  80th  Cong.  (Public  Law  22) ;  available  until  June  30,  1948. 

Transfer  from  the  appropriation  made  bv  Sec.  12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  May  12,  1933. 

Includes  $10,000  appropriated  in  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1946. 

Balance  of  this  appropriation,  made  by  the  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1947,  will  be  available  until  Dec.  31,  1947. 
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Comparative  statement  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  1947,  the  budget  estimates  for  1948,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  hill  for  1948 — Continued 

[Note. — Figures  in  brackets  [  ]  not  included  in  totals] 
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Comparative  statement  of  the  amounts  appropriated  Jor  1947,  the  budget  estimates  jor  1948,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  hill  jor  1948 — Continued 

TRUST  FUNDS 
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AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948 
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Figures  in  several  cases  are  preliminary  and  subject  to  revision  based  on  actual  amounts  finally  made  available  for  the  year. 


ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OF  JOHN  PHILLIPS 

Having  signed  the  majority  report  of  this  committee,  I  submit  these 
additional  views  to  emphasize  the  need  for  economy  and  efficiency  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The  farmers  of  this  Nation  have  said 
unmistakenly  that  they  want  economy  in  government,  and  a  balanced 
budget.  I  think  they  mean  they  want  economy  and  efficiency  in  the 
department  most  closely  related  to  agriculture,  as  well  as  in  other 
departments  which  are  related  only  indirectly  to  agriculture.  The 
farmers  have  insistently  said  for  years  that  they  wanted  the  elimination 
of  the  duplications  and  the  confusions  of  Government  departments 
and  agencies. 

The  appropriation  bill,  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  a  step 
toward  the  end  the  farmers  want.  It  could  have  been  a  longer  step. 
There  are  units  of  this  Department  which  requested,  in  the  present 
budget,  three  or  four  times  as  large  appropriations  as  they  received 
10  years  ago,  yet  whose  services  to  agriculture  generally  are  less 
essential  today  than  they  were  previously.  Some  such  agencies  have 
been  cut,  in  this  budget,  as  little  as  15  percent. 

There  are  constant  duphcations,  in  the  work  of  various  units, 
throughout  the  Department.  It  is  difficult  for  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  to  do  very  much  about  this.  It  is  an  administrative 
job.  I  strongly  urge  this  upon  the  Secretary  as  a  problem  of  first 
importance.  The  intent  of  the  Secretary  will  soon  be  determined  by 
the  application  of  the  cuts  taken  in  this  budget.  If  these  are  applied 
only  at  the  lower  levels,  leaving  the  Washington  levels  top-heavy  and 
duplicating,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Congress,  through  its  proper 
committees,  to  attempt  the  necessary  corrections.  Several  of  us  on 
the  subcommittee  believe  that  an  additional  cut  in  personnel  could 
have  been  made,  specifically  applied  to  the  Washington  level.  State¬ 
ments  that  a  department  “ought  to  be  reorganized,”  or  insistence 
that  “we  must  remove  duplications,”  and  similar  comments  frequently 
heard  in  committees  and  on  the  floor,  are  worthless  as  long  as  we 
continue  to  appropriate' more  money  than  a  careful  analysis  indicates 
is  required  by  the  Department. 

The  problems  of  marketing  research;  of  whether  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  the  States  should  pay  the  costs  of  school  lunches,  or  in 
what  proportion;  of  the  REA,  or  the  AAA,  or  the  SCS,  or  the  CCC, 
will  be  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the  House  during  general  debate  on 
this  bill.  In  brief,  my  feeling  is  that  more  money  could  have  been 
cut  from  the  appropriation  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  that, 
properly  administered,  the  results  would  have  benefited  agriculture 
generally.  My  desire  is  to  see  a  well-organized  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  with  all  the  money  it  needs  to  operate  efficiently,  but  without 
duplications  or  unnecessary  activities,  functioning  primarily  in  the 
interest  of  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  VIEWS  OF  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN 


I  have  concurred  in  the  majority  report  with  the  following  reserva¬ 
tions: 

A  major  portion  of  the  cuts  effected  have  been  obtained  through 
the  reduction  in  appropriations  for  AAA,  the  school-lunch  program 
and  the  Farm  Home  Administration,  together  with  reductions  of  a 
lesser  degree  in  REA,  Research,  Forestry,  and  other  branches. 

I  do  not  feel  that  proportionate  cuts  in  personnel  throughout  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  have  been  made  consistent  with  those 
above-mentioned. 

It  is  my  intention  to  offer  on  the  floor,  after  careful  study,  certain 
amendments  designed  to  secure  the  balance  which  is  desirable. 

H.  Carl  Andersen. 
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80th  CONGKESS 
IsT  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  2 1 6 

H.  R.  3601 

[Report  No.  450] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  KEPEESENTATIVES 


.May  23, 1947 

Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  reported  the  following 
bill;  which  was  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  'VVliole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending-  June  30,  1948, 

6  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely; 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
OEEIOE  OE  THE  SECRETARY 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  two  (one  at  not  to 
exceed  $3,000)  passenger  motor  vehicles;  travel  expenses, 
including  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the 
held;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight, 
express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  wasliing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for  and  necessary  for  tlie  practical  and  efficient  work  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred 
to  as  the  Department,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are 
provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  hscal 
3’ear  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretarj^  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation :  Provided,  however,  That 
if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations 
for  the  cm  lent  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the 
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Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  he  increased  or 
decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of 
the  Department  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such 
appropriations  or  authorizations:  Provided  further,  That,  of 
appropriations  herein  made  which  are  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may  be  expended  for  each 
option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or  tracts  of  land: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by 
this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee, 
or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  commission, 
or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  predic¬ 
tion,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threat¬ 
ened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to  future 
prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same:  Provided  further. 
That,  except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or  incident  to 
research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic 
product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
Act  shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured 
from  commodities  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the  United 
States. 
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PENALTY  MAIL 

Eor  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of 
the  Department,  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944 
(39  U.  S.  C.  321d),  $3,186,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OE  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  Law  733) ,  including 
in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and  under  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head- Jones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the  District, 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  administration, 
planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary 
expenses  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the 
Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  l)y  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $3,000,000,  of 
which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allotable  to  Alaska  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  ‘‘Research 
on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska’’,  without  matching 
requirement ; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems 
pm’suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $1,000,000; 
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For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act  $1,000,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  ‘‘Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946),  $1,000,000; 

In  all,  $6,000,000:  Provided,  That  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  penalty  mail  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June 
28,  1944,  may  he  transferred  to  the  regular  departmental 
appropriation  therefor :  Provided  further,  That  for  necessary 
printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred  to,  and  made 
a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding,  Department  of 
Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  he  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  he  in  addition 
to  amounts  transfen’ed  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other 
appropriation  items  of  the  Department:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof. 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 
For  necessar}^  expenses,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues 
for  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 
$2,425,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro- 
ju'iations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000 
shall  he  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation ; 
and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  $1,597,000:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations 
or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any 
time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respec¬ 
tively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts 
transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the 
requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
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OFFICE  OF  INFOEMATION 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu- 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distril)ution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall  he  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total 
appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $533,000;  for  prepara¬ 
tion  and  display  of  exhibits,  $128,400;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures,  $67,400:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  of  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  whieh  transfers  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in 
the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be 
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transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount 
which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columhia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine  are  appropriate  to  tlie  requirements  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions:  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more  ad¬ 
vantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office 
of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these 
purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That  in 
the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600)  :  Provided, 
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1  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  estah- 

2  lishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or 

3  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except  that 

4  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  he  used  to  maintain  the  San 

5  Francisco  radio  office. 

0  FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

7  For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  inclnd- 

8  ing  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services, 

9  except  as  otherwise  provided,  $1,607,000,  including  the 

10  purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles 

11  published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Report 

12  of  the  Secretary,  as  recpiired  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895 

13  (44  U.  S.  0.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915 

14  (7  U.  S.  C.  418) ,  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108) ,  and 

15  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  a])proved  March  30,  1906  (44 

16  U.  S.  C.  214,  224),  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000 

17  for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests 

18  of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 

19  portion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent  out 

20  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators,  Repre- 

21  sentatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  the}^  shall  direct,  hut 

22  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants  of  the 

23  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Print- 

» 

24  ing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1919 

IT.  R.  3601 - 2 
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(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  iiicliuling'  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  re¬ 
port  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) , 
as  authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  241)  :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may 
transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropriation  made 
for  ‘‘Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Eesources” 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding 
ill  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry 
into  effect  the  purjioses  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
approved  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection 
with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated 
for  administering  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d) ,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith :  Provided  f  urther,  That  the  total  amount 
that  may  lie  transferred  under  the  authority  granted  in  the 
preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $95,300. 

LIBRAEY,  HEPAETMENT  OE  AGEICULTUEE 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
hooks,  lawhooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals. 
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and  expenses  incniTed  in  completing-  imperfect  series;  not  to 
exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  libraiy  membership  in  societies  or  asso¬ 
ciations  which  issue  pul)lications  to  members  only  or  at  a 

price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 

« 

members;  $660,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUREAU  OE  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,887,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
ncluding  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  hooks 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  Eor  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural 
production,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation 
in  their  l)roadest  aspects,  includiiig  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  popidation  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and 
income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  $1,743,600:  Provided,  That  no 
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part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available 
to  the  Bureau  of  Ag'ricultural  Economics  under  the  heading 
“Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  production, 
distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556h) ,  and 
for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 
provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 
May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or 
publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the 
acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOBEIG^7  AOBICULTUBAL 

BELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Eelations  and  for  enabling 
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the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricnltural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $628,000. 

INTERNATIONAL  PRODUCTION  CONTROL 

COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  the  ap¬ 
propriations  '‘Salaries  and  expenses.  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration”  and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United 
States  as  a  member  of  the  International  Wheat  Advisor}^ 
Committee,  the  International  Sugar  Council,  or  like  events 
or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction  of  agricultural  sur¬ 
pluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropriations,  to¬ 
gether  with  traveling  and  other  necessaiy  expenses  relating 
thereto. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUEETO 

EICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7 
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U.  S.  0.  o43c) ,  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  section 
23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended 
hy  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  IT.  S.  0.  343d-l), 
$8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  Fehruary  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the 
Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending 
the  henefits  of  the  Capper-Ivetcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Eico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) 
extending  the  henefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Eico,  $274,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketchum, 
Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 
For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  0.  341- 
348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and  the 
several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions,  $827,200, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  he  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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AGEICULTURAL  EESEARCII  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administrator 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  tlie 
Office  of  Administrator,  inclnding  the  salary  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annnm,  and  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and 
furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  without 
reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property, 
valued  at  approximately  $9,750,  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Mary¬ 
land,  consisting  of  approximately  88  acres  of  land 
known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approximately  40 
acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract:  Provided, 
That  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are 
rendered  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reim¬ 
bursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including 
handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
(including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for 
services,  supplies,  equipment  and  materials  furnished,  stores 
of  which  may  be  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building 
construction,  alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center 
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in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations 
and  the  applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their 
proportionate  share  of  tiie  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Eesearch 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however.  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connecting 
greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for 
construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall 
be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the 
fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Eesearch  Administra¬ 
tor,  whichever  is  greater. 

Special  Eesearch  Fund,  Department  of 

Agriculture 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 
Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b, 
427c,  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work, 
including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and 
printing  the  results  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by 
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such  agencies  of  tlie  Department  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  or  establish,  and  to  which  he  may  make  allot¬ 
ments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  which  amount  $785,200 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
research  laboratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural 
regions  provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 

Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural 

Materials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946, 
in  connection  with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000;  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Government  surplus 
without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consisting  of 
approximately  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  acres  known 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  acres  of  the 
Guidotti  tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Arguelo  tract,  and  twenty- 
five  acres  of  the  Alisal  mdustrial  site  (all  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  Salinas,  California) ,  including  improvements  and 
laboratory  facilities  and  equipment  thereon,  and  personal 
property,  valued  in  all  (procurement  cost)  at  approximately 
$865,000. 

H.  R.  3601 - 3 
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Reseabch  on  Agriciji.tueatj  Problems  of  Alaska 
To  enal)le  tlie  Secretary,  tlirougli  such  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska  as  he  may  designate,  to  establish  and  maintain 
a  program  for  research  into  the  l)asic  agricultural  needs  and 
problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $144,940,  including 
printing  and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Oolumhia,  and  the  construction  or  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  necessary  l)uildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to 
restrictions  of  existing  law.  In  carrying  out  such  program 
tlie  Secretary  is  authorized  to  use  such  authorities  as  have 
heretofore  been  made  available  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
Tenltory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
of  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  by  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  University  of  Alaska  and 
with  other  public  and  private  agencies.  The  provisions  of 
this  paragraph  shall  be  effective  from  and  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  hereof,  and  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  take 
such  steps  and  to  issue  such  regulations  as  he  may  determine 
to  effectuate  the  orderly  discharge  of  his  responsibilities  here¬ 
under.  There  are  hereb}^  transferred  to  the  Secretary  the  use 
of  such  equipment  and  other  facilities,  buildings,  and  grounds 
of  the  Territorial  agricultural  experiment  station,  including 
its  branches,  as  he  may  determine  to  be  necessary,  other  than 
any  land  in  general  use  heretofore  for  other  university  pur- 
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1  poses,  and  the  Secretary  may  to  the  extent  deemed  advisable 

2  contmiie  the  employment  of  the  existing  personnel  of  the 

3  station.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  in- 

4  eluding  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  there  are  herel)y 

5  transferred  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  any  unexpended  bal- 

6  ances  now  available,  and  any  moneys  hereafter  received  for 

7  credit  thereto,  of  all  funds  heretofore  appropriated  l)y  the 
.  8  legislature  or  acquired  under  authority  of  law  for  tlie  con- 

9  struction,  use,  and  development  of  the  Territorial  agricul- 

10  tural  experiment  station,  the  availability  of  such  funds  to  ])e 

11  unaffected  by  this  transfer.  The  moneys  so  transferred  shall 

12  be  available  for  the  settlement,  in  such  manner  as  the  Secre- 

13  tary  shall  direct,  of  obligations  outstanding  at  the  time  of  the 

14  transfer. 

15  Office  of  Expeeiment  Stations 

16  PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUEETO  EICO 

17  For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Eico 
.18  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the 

19  '  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural 

20  experiment  stations:  ' 

• 

21  •  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
22^  Acts:"Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.;S. 
23  C.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act, 

the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 


■25  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  Eehruary  24, 
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1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382) , 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  ap¬ 
proved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g) ,  $2,661,268, 
none  of  which  shall  he  available  for  Alaska;  Hawaii,  the 
Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386-386b), 
extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000 ;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (70  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States :  P or  necessary  expenses,  mcluding  not  to  exceed 
$197,525  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928, 
March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts  amenda¬ 
tory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383, 
386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  administratian  and  for  the 
administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment  station  in 
Puerto  Rico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe 
the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under  the 
above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of 
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the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the 
lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of  the  Department 
in  similar  lines,  and  make  report  thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration, 
and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 

Bueeau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,059,000  for  departmental  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and 
related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  live¬ 
stock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur¬ 
hearing  animals,  as  follows : 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  canying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultiy,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


22 


diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

O 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
(‘ontrol  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
])ara tuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang^s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  tHe 
money  hereby-  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supple¬ 
mentary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place, 
nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation 
for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspec¬ 
tion  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall 
l)elong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or 
corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered 
for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered :  Provided  further,  That 
out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  ex¬ 
ceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value 
of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage  thereof;  that  no 
payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount  paid  or  to  be 
j)aid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and  municipality  where 
the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no  case  shall 
any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 
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Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including:  tlie  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  shee])  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  tlie  iiispection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenky-eight-hour  law,  the 
inspection  and  quarantine  of  inq^oiled  animals  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102)  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Pubhc  Law  522),  and  the  in¬ 
spection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,197. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws 
relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products, 
$5,000,000,  for  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
as  a  working  capital  fund,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  to 
be  designated  as  the  “Meat  inspection  fund”,  which  shall 
be  available  for  all  expenses  necessary  to  furnish  an  ade¬ 
quate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service,  and  hereafter  every 
person,  firm,  public  agency,  or  other  organization  furnished 
inspection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including  inspection 
of  meat  and  meat-food  products  offered  for  import  or  export 
and  the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products, 
shall  pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance  with 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
at  rates  and  fees  to  be  fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to  be 
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deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full 
reimbursement  for  the  estimated  cost  attributable  to  the 
furnishing  of  such  inspection  or  service,  including  scientific 
and  technical  investigations  and  laboratoiy  services;  investi¬ 
gations  relating  to  violations  of,  and  authorized  exemptions 
under,  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection;  super¬ 
visory,  administrative,  statistical,  business  management,  and 
other  costs;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere,  without  regard  to  section  607  of  the  Federal 
Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent  in  the  District 
of  Columhia  and  elsewhere;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles ;  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 
of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and  certificates  as  authorized 
hy  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  F.  S.  C.,  431)  ; 
and  other  necessary  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  may  recpiire  advance  payment,  posting  of 
bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  payment,  in  order  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  with¬ 
draw  such  inspection  or  service  for  nonpayment  of  charges 
or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  required  assurance  of  pay¬ 
ment:  Provided  further,  That  inspection  or  other  technical 
Services  may  be  rendered  to  Government  and  other  public 
agencies,  upon  request,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  herein 
provided:  Provided  further.  That  a  schedule  of  obligations 
and  reimbursements  of  the  meat-inspection  fund,  as  of  the 
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close  of  the  last  completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for 
the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be  included  in  the 
Budget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annually:  And  provided 
further,  That  payments  shall  be  made  for  inspection  or  service 
rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  IMarch  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) , 
regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $290,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May 
12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  vrhich  appropriations  are  herein  made  to  carry  into 
effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

EBADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTIIEE 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot- 
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and-moutli  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia, 
or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or 
European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 
including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 
future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poul¬ 
try)  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated 
hy  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and 
irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar 
circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  ah  lawful 
(juarantine  regulations,  $100,000,  together  with  such  sums 
from  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary 
may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency 
which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  coun¬ 
try:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 
purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat, 

I 

egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  ap¬ 
praisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  an}' 
such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production, 
or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emer¬ 
gency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  payment  hy  the 
United  States  Government  for  anv  such  animals  shall  not 
exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements :  Provided  further, 
That  poultry  ma}^  he  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 
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Bueeau  of  Dairy  Industey 
Salai'ies  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including 
not  to  exceed  $500,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  0.  401-404),  including  investiga¬ 
tions,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  industry, 
for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May 
9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  relating  to  process  or 
renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946 
(Public  Law  427) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S. 
C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation  of  process 
or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

Bueeau  of  Plant  Industey,  Soils,  and  Ageicultueal 

Engineeeing 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture ;  plant  diseases, 
including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri- 
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1  cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 

2  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ- 

3  ing  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing 

4  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 

5  planes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washington, 

6  as  follows: 

7  Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im- 

8  provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 

9  cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums, 

10  soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 

11  field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

12  Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 

13  on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege- 

14  tables,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide, 

15  and  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be 

16  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 

17  Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  surplus  with- 

18  out  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 

19  by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  per- 

20  mit  from  the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels 

21  of  land,  totahng  in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres, 

22  situated  at  Chapman  Field  Military  Eeservation,  Dale 

23  County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement  cost)  at  approxi- 

24  mately  $7,000. 

25  Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
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and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $359,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertihzer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural 
use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irri¬ 
gated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by 
cro])s;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,391,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  includ¬ 
ing  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanita¬ 
tion,  and  rural  electrification ;  farm  buildings  and  their  appur¬ 
tenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building  plans 
and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineering' 
problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $637,000. 

I^ational  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  ISTational  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  F.  S.  0, 
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191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council, 
$436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $350,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  acquisition  of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed 
$2,500  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) . 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 
of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to  agri¬ 
culture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  IT.  8.  C.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7 
IT.  8.  0.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  IT.  8.  0. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  IT.  8.  0.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  IT.  8.  C.  147a) ,  authorizing  the 
eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte- 
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1  nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven, 

2  and  not  to  exceed  $692,000  for  personal  services  in  the 

3  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

4  Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 

5  affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 

6  products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 

7  crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 

8  plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 

9  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 

10  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 

11  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in- 

12  vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 

13  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange 

14  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other 

15  arthropods ;  for  developing  methods,  equipment,  and  appara- 

16  tus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradica- 

17  tion  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  and  for 

18  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including  methods 

19  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their  applica- 

20  tion,  $2,961,300. 

21  Insect  and  plant  disease  control :  For  caiTying  out  oper- 

22  ations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre- 

23  vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 

24  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths, 

25  Dutch  elm  disease,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal 
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1  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Tliiirberia  weevil,  including  tbe 

2  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation  with 

3  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 

4  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 

5  151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton- 

6  free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 

7  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  Eebruary 

8  8,.  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 

9  plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the 

10  interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been 

11  transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  quarantine 

12  laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  In- 

13  spection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  166) ,  $2,697,100:  Provided,  That 
11  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or 

15  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property 

16  injured  or  destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discre- 

17  tion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 

18  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State 

19  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accom- 

20  pbsh  this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or 

21  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  ap- 

22  propriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 

23  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
21  accomplishment  of  this  purpose :  Provided  further.  That  in  the 
25  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appro- 
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1  priation  shall  be  made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the 

2  Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  re- 

3  moval  and  destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal  lands  suffering 

4  from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such 

5  removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate 

6  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or 
-  7  *sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  ap- 

8  propriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or 

9  local  autliorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  organizations  con- 
19  cemed:  Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for 

11  removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non- 

12  Federal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appro- 
18  priations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further, 

14  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended  for  the 

15  removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm 
Id  disease  except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property 

17  owned  or  controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 

18  or  on  property  included  within  local  experimental  control 

19  areas. 

29  Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 

21  introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 

22  States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
28  and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
24  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7 
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U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7  U.  S.  0. 
141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  0. 
149) ,  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they 
pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement 
of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended, 
and  for  inspection  and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  prod¬ 
ucts  to  meet  the  sanitary  requirements  of  foreign  countries, 
as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $2,000,000. 

CONTROL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND 

PLANT  DISEASES 

Por  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  IT.  S.  C. 
148-148e),  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 

« 

and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 
employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000. 

Bitreait  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
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exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  investigations:  For  conducting  the 
investigations  contemplated  b}’'  the  Act  of  May  15,  1862 
(5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  application  of  chem¬ 
istry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical,  physical, 
microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds, 
drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the  ph3^siological 
effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  products 
and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of 
methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for 
such  purposes;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the 
utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for  frozen  pack 
investigations;  $511,500. 

Naval-stores  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of 
naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 
the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  im¬ 
proved  equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval 
stores;  and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation, 
and  utilization  of  naval  stores ;  $152,550. 

Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re 
searches  estabhshed  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
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to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1292) ,  including  research  on 
food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity 
and  equipment  storage  huilding  at  the  Western  Regional 
Research  Laboratory  located  at  Albany,  California. 

Bueeau  of  Human  Nuteition  and  Home  Economics 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  exceed  $381,700  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the  relative 
utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for  food,  cloth¬ 
ing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special  suggestions 
of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  m- 
vestigations,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as 
have  for  their  purpose  the  imj)rovement  of  the  rural  home, 
and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on  this  subject, 
$1,045,000. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  approved  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000, 
of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  for  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust 
on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
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tliftt  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United 
States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endang-ering 
lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount 
to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for 
leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire  program, 
method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  confined  to, 
the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

FOEEST  SEEVICE 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,055,378  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Coluim 
bia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public^  Law  600) ,  and  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  District  of 
Columbia ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations  and 
report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
H.  E.  3601 - 6 
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woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber ;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces¬ 
sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  tlie  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and  of  con¬ 
necting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected, 
shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 
building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which 
was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  build¬ 
ing  as  certified  b}^  the  Secretar}^;  to  protect,  administer,  and 
improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 
other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil 
waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to 
ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national 
forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to 
stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate, 
digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 
investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “National 
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1  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed 

2  $50,000  of  tbe  appropriation  for  ‘‘Forest  fire  cooperation” 

3  ma}^  be  transfeiTed  to  the  appropriation  “Printing  and  bind- 

4  i]ig.  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest  fire  prevention 

5  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows : 

6  General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis- 

7  tration,  including  tbe  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000 

8  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  tbe  National  Forest  lleserva- 

9  tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 

10  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

11  National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 

12  administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 

13  and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab- 
11  •  lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 

15  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 

16  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 

17  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 

18  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 

19  exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and 

20  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 

21  necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro- 

22  tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ- 

23  ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
21  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct 
35  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  im- 
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provements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not 
to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure) ,  equipment, 
and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities; 
control  of  destructive  forest  tree  diseases  and  insects; 
timber  cultural  operations ;  development  and  application 
of  fish  and  game  management  plans;  propagation  and 
transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
arid  portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and 
appraising  of  timber  and  other  resources  and  development 
and  application  of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale, 
and  use;  examination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal 
of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law 
and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests 
that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entr}''  under 
the  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  x4ct  of  August  10,  1912 
(16  U.  S.  0.  506-509) ,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (16  IT.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of 
water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$23,764,891,  of  whcih  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 
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1  righting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 

2  fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  admin- 

3  istration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 

4  process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes. 

5  $100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  he  available  for  meet- 

6  ing  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

7  Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 

8  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 

9  approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  581, 
16  581a,  581f-581i),  including  the  construction  and  mainte- 

11  nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

12  Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  sil- 

13  vicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 

14  experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investi- 

15  gations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 

16  management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7, 

17  at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 

18  $2,475,000. 

19  Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 

20  of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 

21  Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,000,000,  •  of  which  at  least 

22  $11,050  shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the  utilization  of 

23  waste  woods. 

21  Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
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survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $572,000. 

FOEEST-FIEE  COOPEEATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression 
and  the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564-570) , 
$9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FAEM  AND  OTHEE  PEIVATE  FOEESTEY  COOPEEATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  indus¬ 
tries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest 
management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to 
States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained- 
yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber  resources, 
the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabilization  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries,  and 
to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department 
as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm 
Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) , 
(not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections 
4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766) , 
of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568) , 
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and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed 
$809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  pur¬ 
chase  of  necessary  buildings,  and  other  improvements: 
Provided,  That  in  canying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to  acquire 
land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOE  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Week’s  Act:  For  tlie  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to  be 
available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of  any 
lands  acquired. 

Tinder  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  origi¬ 
nating  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following 
national  forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest 
receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National 
Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 
as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act 
of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
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San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Eiverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748) ,  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of 
June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589) ,  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOBEST  LOADS  AND  TRAILS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 
November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 
23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
Service  administration,  (1)  $10,000,000  for  forest  develop¬ 
ment  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,300,000  for  forest  high¬ 
ways,  which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by 
the  Act  of  December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all, 
$15,300,000  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  ) ,  to  be  imme¬ 
diately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the 
rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings 
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1  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 

2  supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  main- 

3  tenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 

4  altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 

5  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
h  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 

$10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 

8  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 

9  such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTEOL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
1^  with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as 
1^  amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examina- 
11^  tions  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 
1^  $500,000,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
1^  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  avail- 
11"  able  until  expended,  with  which  shall  he  merged  the  un- 
1^  expended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  trans¬ 
it  ferred  to  the  Department  for  flood  control  purposes :  Provided, 

90 

^  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  he  used  for  the  purchase  of 

91 

^  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  with- 
22 

out  specific  approval  of  the  county  hoard  of  supervisors  of 

the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated :  Provided 

94 

further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947 

95 

and  1948  for  works  of  improvement  on  individual  watersheds 
shall  be  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Depart- 
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ment’s  Budget  justifications  to  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  and  shall  not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be 
necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available 
prior  year  balances. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and 
soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$838,500  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
furnishing  of  subsistence  .to  employees,  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  permanent  buildings;  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed 
$2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in  conjunction 
with  land  being  piu’chased  for  other  purposes  and  except  for 
eight  buildings  to  be  constnicted  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$15,000  per  building;  Provided,  further,  That  no  money 
appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment;  Provided  further.  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where 
the  State  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized 
to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of 
its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
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of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  con¬ 
servation  district  in  sncli  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 
district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agency  before  they  sliall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 
as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 
erosion,  soil  and  mositure  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 
logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 
regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 
Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  water¬ 
sheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $673,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preventive 
measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 
siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement  of  farm 
irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and  operation 
of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conservation  plans 
and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
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may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  EETIREMENT  OE 
SUBMAEGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  cany  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress) ,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 

PEODUCTION  AND  MAEKETING 
ADMINISTEATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Peso  URGES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive, 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g- 
590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except 
the  provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V),  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for 
the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  dis¬ 
plays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the 
United  States;  $165,614,290,  to  remain  available  until  De- 
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cember  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947, 
inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $15,000,000  of 
the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  but 
not  more  than  $1,950,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  ap¬ 
propriation  account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further, 
That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  shah  be  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out 
the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with 
all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and 
that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March 
4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  0.  80)  :  Provided  further. 
That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available 
for  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order  (No.  9069)  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
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preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  informa¬ 
tion  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further,  That  no  funds 
shall  be  available  for  salaries  or  other  administrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  formulation  or  administration  of  any 
1948  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water- 
conservation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  Eehruary  29,  1936, 
as  amended,  or  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  except  those  pertaining  to  mai'ket- 
ing  quotas  under  the  latter  Act:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer 
to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in  auditing 
payments  under  this  item :  Provided  further.  That  such 
amount  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  ferti¬ 
lizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any 
soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agri¬ 
cultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 
practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  program 
under  said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
payments  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated 
pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were 
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prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri¬ 
ation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation, 
such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated 
balance  of  the  appropriation,  ‘‘Conservation  and  Use 
of  Agricultural  Land  Resources”,  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further, 
That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  prescribed  form  is 
filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in 
case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer 
under  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)  )  within  one  year  from  the 
date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  December 
31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or 
any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting 
a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any 
person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”,  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of 
July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or 
attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of 
Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  personal  services 
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or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a 
Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Mem¬ 
ber  or  tbrougb  the  proper  official  channels :  Provided 
further,  That  where  farmer  participation  in  the  program 
in  any  State,  region,  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  the  full 
amount  of  the  money  apportioned  thereto  any  such  sum  or 
sums  in  excess  of  such  requirement  shall  be  reapportioned  to 
States,  regions,  or  areas  whose  original  apportionments  have 
not  been  sufficient  to  meet  such  requirements. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions,  other  than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Phihppine 
Islands,  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1100-1183),  includmg  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  Jime  30, 
1949:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  transfers) 
from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  pa3unents  to  sugar 
producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115. 

N'atioual  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  N^ational  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 
Law  396),  $45,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  he  used  for  matching  funds  from  sources 
within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches. 
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Administeation  of  Ageicultueal  Maeketiistg 
Ageeements  and  Oedees 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
administer  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $525,300. 

Maeketing  Seevices 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
211,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in 
conducting  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations, 
as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  market  su])ply  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
and  poultry  products,  fruits  and  vegetables,  peanuts  and  their 
products,  grain,  hay,  feeds,  cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other 
agricultural  products,  $1,520,000. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tions  and  certification  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers 
and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition 
of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw, 
dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any  product  con¬ 
taining  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative  thereof  when 
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offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received  at  such  im¬ 
portant  central  markets  as  tlie  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  designate,  or  at  points  whicli  may  he  conveniently 
reached  tlierefrom  nndei'  sndi  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
])rescril)e,  including  ])ayment  of  sudi  fees  as  will  he  rea¬ 
sonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  he  to  cover  the  cost  for  the 
service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform  stand¬ 
ards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber  as 
provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) ,  and 
for  liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition 
services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agen¬ 
cies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur- 

r 

suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541  h),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law 
600) ,  and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  . 
other  necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away 
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from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing 
and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 
$1,000,000:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  avaiP 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department 
sucli  amounts  from  this  appro] )riation  as  may  he  iiec-essarv 
to  carry  out  the  functions  for  whicli  this  appropriation  is 
made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  he  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation 
items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts :  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  51 1-51  Iq),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  0.  516), 
$1,552,000. 

/  , 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acbs:  To  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
approved  June  10,  1930,  as  amended  (7  IT.  8.  C.  499a- 
499r) ,  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping 
of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  JJ.  S.  C. 
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491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August 
31,  1916,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  0.  251-256),  and  the 
Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and 
splint  baskets  for  fruit  and  vegetables,  approved  May  21, 
1928  (15  U.  S.  0.  257-257i) ,  $294,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Butures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chapter 
14  of  the  Internal  Eevenue  Code  relating'  to  cotton  futures 
(26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved 
March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65) ,  $1,399,000. 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act:  To  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act, 
$1,128,000. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  cany  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

Federal  Seed  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 
seeds;  to  require  labeling  and  to  prevent  misrepresentation 
of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce;  and  to  require  certain 
standards  with  respect  to  certain  imported  seeds,  approved 
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August  9,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  1561- 
1610),  $152,500:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of 
this  amount  may  be  used  for  meeting  the  share  of  the  United 
States  in  the  expenses  of  the  International  Seed  Testing 
Congress. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August 
15,  1921,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

Naval  Stores  Act:  To  can'y  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Naval  Stores  Act  of  March  3,  1923  (7  U.  S.  C. 
91-99),  $41,000. 

Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  0.  121-134),  for 
preventing  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  adul¬ 
terated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead  arsenates,  other 
insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating  traffic 
therein,  $293,500. 

Freight  rates  for  farm  products :  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1291) , 
$138,000. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHOPITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary 
to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 
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Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a) ,  including 
not  to  exceed  $141,000  lor  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  .in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  .of 
1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and 
Public  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 
Loans:  For  loans  under  title  II,  $60,000,000. 
Mortgage  insurance  fund:  For  the  establishment  of  the 
farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I, 
$1,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing 
of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation 
of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$18,000,00.  ' 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Coiq)oration  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
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1  ture  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm 

2  tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the  Department  of  Agri- 

3  culture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropriations 

4  and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of 

5  1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the 

6  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close 

8  of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
^  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  vto 
4^  receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
44  interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provi- 
42  sions  of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other 
4^  evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
44  therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due 

1  f\ 

and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the 

17* 

time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transfen*ed,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
-4^  interest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30, 

90 

1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no 

91  t 
further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretaiy 

99 

of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu'-of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 

OK 

..  Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of 
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the  sums  which  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authonzed  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Bepayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  pubhc-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

AREAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
conseiwation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 
storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  $1,750,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  in- 
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eluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 
exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports,  $4,000,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and 
5  of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
7  thereof,  $225,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 

3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 
of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  TJ.  S.  C. 
901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year 
commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  he 
necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest 
per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections 

4  and  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
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l)alaiice  of  any  loans  made  l)y  the  Reeonstruetion  Tinanee 
Corporation  to  tlie  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  lff47, 
shall  he  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  aecordance  with  the 
foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  in¬ 
curred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  constrnction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 
wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installation  of 
electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not 
exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to 
make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments, 
and  to  do  all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  he  necessary  to 
effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  providing  for  the 
holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 
Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obhgations,  and  duties  of  the 
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Eeconstruction  Einaiice  Corporation  arising-  ont  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Administrator  are,  as 
of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretaiy  of  the 
Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30, 
1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all 
loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest, 
theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and 
all  obligations  constituting  tbe  security  therefor.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or 
in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so 
transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  3  (a), 
any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been 
authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For 
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the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-deht  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  he 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Administrator.  Eepayments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

‘‘Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall 
be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans 
made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the 
payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator 
shall  he  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 
FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 


SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members 
of  organizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or 
transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals  and  news- 
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papers;  library  nieniberslii})  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
wliicli  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a 
lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may 
be  made  in  advance;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12 
U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere ;  garage  rental 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  payment  of  actual  transportation 
and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving,  while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the 
United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  except  that  such  expenditures  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations,  banks,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or  regulated  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration;  in  all,  $561,000. 
Collections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  832),  are  hereby  made  available  to 
reimburse  this  appropriation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and 
supervising  the  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  other 
organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Dei)artment  or  any  bureau. 
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office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  tlie  Eegional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such  loan 
or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  thereto¬ 
fore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  he 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessarv  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  re- 
payment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit 
association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur- 
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chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  ])urchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the 
Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  trans¬ 
lators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emer¬ 
gency  of  j)ersons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 
for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employment 
under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Poreign  Agricul¬ 
tural  Belations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act 
of  August  8,  1946  (Public  Law  658) . 

Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to 
the  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 
fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims 
pursuant  to  part  2  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (Public  Law  601) . 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any 
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person  who  engag-es  in  a  strike  against  tlie  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 
of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  ad¬ 
vocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof 
an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evidence  that 
the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 
to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 
Provided  further,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory 
employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  designated  for  the 
purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  by 
this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further.  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 
is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 
that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
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the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence 
and  accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which 
ai’e  paid  from  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the 
above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person  employed 
for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work  in¬ 
volving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such 
persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered 
in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  con¬ 
templated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  8.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948”. 

TITLE  II— GOVEENMENT  COKPOEATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal 
year,  namely: 
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Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  $1,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers. 

Subscriptions  to  capital  stock.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
subscribe  and  pay  for  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  as  provided  in  section  504  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1504), 
$10,000,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of 
funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  cor¬ 
poration  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts 
and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations 
as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation 
Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs 
set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  cun’ent  fiscal  year  for  each 
such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided : 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodit}^  Credit 
Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$8,450,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  periodicals, 
maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
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penalty  mail :  Provided  further,  That  all  necessary  expenses 
(including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance, 
improvement,  or  disposition  of  an}^  real  or  personal  property 
belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall 
be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 
hereof. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  ,of  this  title 
shall  be  used  for  any  crop  insurance  operations  other  than 
the  continuation  of  the  trial  crop  insurance  program,  as 
authorized,  and  expenses  necessary  in  the  liquidation  of 
insurance  contracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  crops  of  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax. 

Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 
specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  III— EEDUCTION  IN  APPEOPEIATION 

EXPOETATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGEICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

The  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  by 
section  32,  as  amended,  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7 


72 

1  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ),  are  hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1, 

2  1947,  and  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered 

3  into  the  Treasury  immediately  thereafter. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  comnittee  reported  rule  waiving  points  of  order  on  agricultural  ap¬ 
propriation  Uill.  Rep.  GanUle  introduced  "bill  to  end  stigar  rationing  for  hone  con¬ 
sumption.  House  committee  reported  hill  continuing  retirement  benefits  for  separated 
employees.  Senate  conferees  appointed  on  wool  hill.  Senate  committee  reported  hill 
to  regulate  marketing  of  insecticides,  rodcnticides,  v/eed  killers,  etc.  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  reported  Treasury-Post  Office  appropriation  hill. 


HOUSE 

1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  The  House  Committee  ma.de  a  general  reduction 
in  the  Budget  estimate  for  LAND  UTILIZ.1TION  PROJECTS  of  $1,660,000  instead  of 
eliminating  increases  for  reconstruction  and  repair  of  dams  and  spillxirays 
ns  reported  in  Digest  98,  The  Rules  Committee  reported  vrithout  amendment 

H.  Res.  218,  which  provides  "That  during  the  consideration  of  the  hill  (H.  R. 
360l)making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June.  30,  194S,  and  for  other  purposes,  all  points  of  order  against 
the  hill  or  any  provisions  contained  therein  are  hereby  waived"  (H.  Rept.  463) 
(pp*  595^1  5963)’.  The  Daily  Mgest  says  this  hill  will  he  monsidcred  today(p.  D295). 


2.  CTV'l?SERYICE  RETIREMENT.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil'  Service  Committee  reported 

without  amendment  H.  R.  35ii»  which  extends  until  June  30,  the. period 

during  which  annuities  are  provided  for  separated  employees  at  lea^#  years 
of  age  and  who  have  served  at  least  25  years  (H.  Rept.  46l)  (pj^.^^,§9u3). 

3.  HOUSING.  Received  from  the  Hawaii  Legislature  a  memori^-lfavoring  S.  866,  the 

Taft-Wagner-Ellender  housing  hill  (p.  596^)* 


SENATE  ^ 


- 

4.  WOOL.  Sens.  Aiken,  Bushfield,  Yodlig4K.fT6cmas  (Okla.),  and  Ellender  were  appointed 

conferees  on  S.  8l4,  the  wool  ppiC'e- support  hill  (pp.  5928-9).  The  amendments 
agreed  to  in  the  House  are  pj?inted  in  the  Congressional  Record  on  the  pages 
noted  above.  House  con^j^ees  not  yet  appointed. 

5.  MARKETING.  The  Ag«ffmlture  ar4  Forestry  Committee  reported  v/ithout  amendment 

H.R.  1237,  the  marketing  of  insecticides,  ro^hnticides,  weed  killers, 

pee.t-coj^fl^^ devices,  etc.  (S.Rept.  199)  (p»  59^6). 

6.  T^j^jg^^-POST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948.  The  Appropriations  Committee  re¬ 
ported  with  amendments  this  hill,  H.R.  2436  (S.Rept.  20l)  (p.  5926). 

m'' 

7»  geographical  NAMES.  The  Public  Lands  Committee  reported  without  amendment  S.126?, 


-  2  *- 


to  esta'blish  a  Board  on  G-eographic  ifemes,  on  which  the  Department  would  he  rej 
resented,  to  function  conjointly  with  the  Secretary  of  Interior  in  standardi: 
‘ing  geographic  names  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating  duplication  in  the  Feiejrsil 
G-pvernment  ■  (  S^Rept#  -205)  (p?,5926)-^ 


A , 


ErC-HVf2i,YS.  The  Public  Works  Committee  reported  viithout  amendment  H.R.  1^4,’  to 
provi^  that  funds  apportioned  to  States  under  the  I'ederal  Aid  Highw^^Act  of 
1944  sli^l  remain  available  for  2  years  after  they  are  authorized  (§!^ept.  200) 

(p=,  592^ 


9. 


10. 


11 


12. 


13' 


14; 


15. 


16. 


LAliDSc  The  ^p.blic  Lands  Committee  reported  .without  amendment ,  to  author- 

.  ize-the  Secr^ary  of  Interior  to  dispose, of  .sand,  stone,  grav^,  and  timber  or 
other  forest  pitoducts  ' on  U. S,  public  lands  if  the  disposal  not  othervdse  ex¬ 
pressly  authori^d  by  law,  ’prohibited  by  law,  and  would  not^e  detrimental  to 
the  public  interest.  'National  forest  lands  ^'/ould  not  con^f under  this  jurisdic¬ 
tion  and  where  lanSte  have  been  withdravm  in  aid  of  a  fu^tion  of  a  Pederal 'de¬ 
partment  or  agency  d^'er  than 'the  'Interior  Department  gfr  of  a  State,  Territory, 
etcc  ,dis'po sal  would  bei^-de  only  with  approval  of  sucl^iJ^ederal  department  op 
other  agency  (S.Rept.  ^^)  (p.  5926). 

PERTILIZERS.  Received  froci^he  Kansas  Farm  3urea}^a  telegram  favoring  S,  I25I1 
the  national  f ertilizer-;^ol^y  bill  (p«  5926). 

TAXATION.  “Continued  debate  on  %R.  1,  the  irj^vidual  income  tax-reduction  bill 

(pp.  5929-52). 

FARM  LOANS.  The  Agriculture  and  Fo?^str^^Comraittee  ,is  expected  to  act  on  Ma.y  2S 
on  S„  925?  tp  transfer  the  'Land  Hanlc^g^missioncr  loan  service  to  the  Federal 
Land  Ba.rik  System  (p.  D294) . 

HOUSING.  Received  a  Hawaii  Legislature  r^olution  favoring  S,  g66,  the  Taft- 
Ellender-Wagner  housing  bill  (p^^925)« 

:yLLS  introduced' 

GRAITT  LANDS.  S.  134S,  by  Cordon,  Oreg. ,  to^lj^ovide  for  .  the  addition  of 

certain  revested  Oreg.  a^  Calif,  railroad  grant'  lands  to  the  Silver  Creek 
recreational  demonstrat^n  pro ject ,  Oreg.  To  Publi^Lands  Committee.  (p,5927*) 

INPOroiATION,.  S.Con.R^.  I6,  by  Sen.  Hatch,  N.Mex.  ,  to>testablish  a  joint  com¬ 
mittee  to  investig^e  Government  information  programs.  ^  Foreign  Helations 
Committee.  (p.  5^7*)  Remarks  of  author. 

SUGAR  RATIONING^  H.R.  3612,  by  Rep.  Gamble,  N.Y.,  to  amend Sugar  Control 
Extension  Ac^so  as  to  terminate  the  authority  to  a,llocate  0  ation  refined 
sugar  amongvusers  for  home  consumption.  To  Banking  and  Cur.r  y  Committee,  (p. 

596,30 

ITEMS  IN  'APPENDIX 

WCOL.y^  Speech  in  the -.House -by  Rep.  Crav;ford,  Mich.,  opposing  recipro 
agreements  ^^>'ith  respect  to  \<;ool  (pp.  A2606-7). 

UCATION.  Sen.  Sparkmap',  Ala.,  inserted  his'  re-cent  address  on  Federal “aic 
education  (pp.  A2609-II) • 

RECLAMATION.  .Sen.  Magnuson,  Wash,,  inserted  his  statement  before*  the  A-npropri; 
tions  Committee  urging  restoration  of  reclamation  funds  in  the  Interior  Aunro- 
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CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  3601 


May  26,  1947. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Air.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  218] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  218,  reports  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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80th  congress 
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House  Calendar  No.  89 

H.  RES.  218 

[Report  No.  463] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

May  26,  1947 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  (Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  during^  the  consideration  of  the  biU 

^  ^  - 

2  (H.  R.  IRiOl)  nuiking  a}»pro})rIatioiis  for  the  Department 

3  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 

4  and  for  other  purposes,  all  points  of  order  against  the  biU 

5  or  any  provisions  contained  therein  are  hereby  waived. 
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In  the  Navy 

le  following-named  officers  for  appoint- 
men^li^the  United  States  Navy  in  the  corps, 
grades,  antbj^nks  hereinafter  stated. 

The  followJhg^amed  officers  to  the  ranks 
Indicated  in  thenn^of  the  Navy: 

(‘Indicates  officers  toB»i,^sigMated  for  EDO 
and  SDO  subsequent  toNs(^ptance  of  ap¬ 
pointment) 

LIEUTENANT 

‘Cutter,  Freeman 

lieutenant  (JUNIOR  GRADE) 

Davis,  Edwin  C. 

ENSIGNS 

Anderson,  Richard  B.  Kern,  WUliam  A. 


Barr,  Robert  M.,  Jr. 
Berglund,  Eugene  N., 
Jr. 

Berude,  John  B. 
Berwanger,  George  E. 
Bowers,  Richard  Ii. 
Coggins,  Call  R. 

Cole,  Floyd  C. 
Coughlan,  Robert  E., 
Jr. 

Dickey,  Robert  M. 
‘Porshee,  Francis  L. 
Jefferson,  James  E. 
Johnson.  Paul 
Karsten,  Rober 


Matson,  George  L. 
Murray,  Harrison  C. 
Natke,  E^npst 
Oellrich,  Ernest  H. 
Owens,  John  D. 
Pearson,  Jack  B. 
Pressell,  Harry  W, 
Root,  William  F. 
Schwartz,  Israel ; 
Senkow,  Jos^ 

Stone,  W^*r€n  I. 
Tayl^w^vid  J. 

liski,  James  T, 
rekell,  William  V. 


assistant  surgeon  with  the  bank  or 
lieutenant  (JUNIOR  GRADE) 

Abelson,  Sol  M. 

The  following-named  officers  to  the  grade 
and  rank  indicated  in  the  Supply  Corps  of 
the  Navy: 

ASSISTANT  PAYMASTERS  WITH  THE  RANK  OP 
ENSIGN 


Anderson,  Allan  N. 
Eruening,  Paul  M. 
Buchner,  Keith  “C” 
^agno,  Peter 
CmJji^Uo,  Anthony  F. 
Clepp/roa^ph  M. 
Darrow,  EilW^ndE. 
Dixon,  Grover  CT 
Fisher,  Albert  B.,  ,5 
Fox,  Gilbert  Z. 
Goldsteim,,<a€rald  H. 
GoodJ^M^,  James  P. 

Sne,  James  R. 
lamel,  Carlton  E. 
Hamill,  William  T.,  Jr, 
Hanson,  Ftank  L. 
Howard,  Joseph  E. 


Jones,  Joseph  R. 

Kiraly,  Joseph  L. 
Knipple,  John  D. 
Kuhlman,  Norma 

C. 

McKeowm„afl5omas  P 
MurigpiffRichard  K. 
William  T. 
pk,  LaVern  E. 
PeCT»i,,John  G. 
SelekmSlVi^lton  H. 
Smith,  JamdSs^. 
Thompson,  Charte*,K. 
Thompson,  WilliarnAv^, 
Jr. 

Urban,  Donald  A. 
Whitchurch,  Frank  H. 


Williams,  David,  Jr. 

The  fcdlpsKng-named  officer  to  the  grade 
and  indicated  in  the  Medical  Corps  of 
th>Havy: 


The  following-named  officers  to  the  grades 
and  rank  indicated  in  the  Civil  Engineer 
Corps : 

ASSISTANT  CmL  ENGINEER  WITH  THE  RANK  OP 
LIEUTENANT  (JUNIOR  GRADE) 

Mitter,  Wayne  8. 


ASSISTANT  CIVIL  ENGINEER  IN  THE  NAVY  WIT]^-' 
THE  RANK  OF  ENSIGN 

Irwin,  James  D.,  Jr. 

The  following -named  ofRqegtTto  the  rank 
Of  commissioned  warraii^,<JlSer  in  the  Navy 
in  the  grades  indi^ 

HEP  GUNNER 

Bixby,  N#Knan  W. 

CHIEF  TORPEDOMAN 

"Smith,  Wilbur  E. 

CHIEF  M.ACmNISTS 

Early,  Justin  H.  Lackey,  Karl  C. 

Gospodarich,  John  Mayabb,  Viigll  M. 

Hamilton,  Robert  E.  McCray,  James  G. 
Jones,  Samuel  L.  Wilson,  Charles  M. 

CHIEF  carpenters 

Farmer,  William  H. 

Stillwell.  Louis  "C” 

CHIEF  ship’s  clerk 

Perry,  William  B. 

CHIEF  AEROGRAPHER 

Monfbi  Russell  W. 

PHOTOGRAPHER 

Brown,  Eduardo' 

CHIEF  PHARiAmJSTS 

Barrett,  Howard  A.  Cook, 

Beatson,  David  C. 

Bohannan.  Ray 


e  W. 
Glines,  Ranktn.  S. 
Shepherd,  Joe  W. 


No.  99 - 6 


House  of  Representatives 


^he  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon,  and 
wa^alled  to  order  by  the  Speaker  pro 
tempftre,  Mr.  Halleck. 

The  'SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  la^  before  the  House  the  follow¬ 
ing  commiiiucation. 

The  Clerk\ead  as  follows: 

\  Speaker’s  Room, 

\  May  26.  1947. 

I  hereby  designate  Charles  A.  Halleck  to 
act  as  Speaker  pro  tempore  today. 

Jos^H  W.  martin, 

\  Speaker, 

PRAYER  \ 

Rev.  C.  Dale  David  EkKren,  pastor, 
Gracg  Episcopal  Church,  Hur^,  S.  Dak., 
offered  the  following  prayer:  v 

Let  us  pray.  Almighty  God,  the  foun¬ 
tain  of  all  wisdom,  whose  statut^^  are 
good  and  gracious  and  whose  laV  is 
truth,  we  beseech  Thee  most  humbly'' 
direct  and  prosper  the  works  and  laborl 
of  these  Thy  servants  here  assembled. 
Dispose  their  hearts  to  the  safety,  honor, 
and  welfare  of  Thy  people,  that  all  things 
may  be  so  ordered  and  settled  by  their 
honest  endeavors  upon  the  best  and 
surest  foundations:  that  peace  and  hap¬ 
piness.  truth  and  justice,  religion  and 
piety  may  be  established  among  us  all 
for  generations. 

Endue  with  the  spirit  of  wisdom  those 
to  whom  in  Thy  name  we  entrust  the 
authority  of  government. 

All  which  we  ask  through  Jesus  Christ 
our  Lord.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Friday,  May  23,  1947,  was  read  and 
nppi-rM/fld  --- 

PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REPORT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have 
until  midnight  tonight  to  file  a  resolu¬ 
tion  (H.  Res.  218)  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  making  in  order  the  bill  H.  R.  3601. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  resolution  follows: 

Resolved,  That  during  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes,  all  points  of  order  against  the  bill 
or  any  provisions  contained  therein  are  here¬ 
by  waived. 

HOUR  OP  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Ml'.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at  11 
o’clock  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objecjtlon  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Abends]? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Monday,  May  26,  1947 

BILLS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  May  23, 1947,  pre¬ 
sent  to  the  President,  for  his  approval, 
bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles : 

H.  R.  236.  An  act  to  amend  the  Nationality 
Act  of  1940  so  as  to  permit  naturalization 
proceedings  to  be  had  at  places  other  than 
in  the  office  of  the  clerk  or  in  open  court  in 
the  case  of  sick  or  physically  disabled  indi¬ 
viduals; 

H.  R.  384.  An  act  for  the  Telief  of  W.  H. 
Baker  and  Walter  Baker; 

H.  R.  428.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
N.  Bemis; 

H.  R.  444.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Archie  S.  Woods,  deceased; 

H.  R.  603,  An  act  to  amend  an  act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1944,  relating  to  credit  for  mili¬ 
tary  or  naval  service  in  connection  with  cer¬ 
tain  homestead  entries; 

H.  R.  1494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  thfr  estate 
of  Nellie  P.  Dunn,  deceased; 

H.  R.  1844.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Admln- 
gtrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to  grant  easey 
mts  in  lands  belonging  to  the  Unit^ 
St^^  under  his  supervision  and  control,  and 
for  otoer  purposes;  and  ^ 

H.  K‘a245.  An  act  making  appropri^ons  to 
supply  dWciencies  in  certain  approfJrlatlons 
for  the  fis^l  year  ending  June  30,  1947,  and 
for  other  ptkposes. 

THE  LATE  HONORABLE  FRED  BRADLEY 

The  SPEAKto  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  recognize^^he  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  WoSj^UFF]. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF.  >Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
my  sad  duty  today  to'^nounce  to  the 
House  the  sudden  passiniL  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Representative  orNthe  Eleventh 
Michigan  District,  the  Hon^abie  Fred 
Bradley.  He  departed  this  llSfc  on  Sat¬ 
urday  last  while  on  an  oflaciaDwisit  to 
the  ^ast  Guard  Academy  at  Ne^Lon- 
faon,  Conn. 

I  This  colleague  was  first  elected  in 
jind  has  served  continuously  sinw 
Members  of  this  House  have  been  in-’ 
jireasingly  impressed  with  his  alertness, 
dth  his  capacity  for  hard,  intelligent, 
>atriotic  work,  with  his  determination  to 
lo  his  full  duty  as  he  saw  it,  and  with  the 
fplendid  courage  with  which  he  always 
net  the  many  controversial  problems 
Which  confronted  him.  There  has  been 
DO  Member  of  this  House,  during  my 
^ong  years  here,  whose  service  has  im¬ 
pressed  me  more  favorably  than  his.  I 
deeply  regret  the  passing  of  this  friend. 

I  Mr.  Speaker,  the  passing  of  a  col- 
~*league  brings  to  each  and  every  one  of 
us  not  only  grief  at  the  severing  of  asso¬ 
ciations,  but  a  somber  pondering  on  the 
meaning  of  this  enigma  of  human  exist¬ 
ence.  The  mortal  sense  of  life  would 
make  of  man  little  more  than  the  grass 
of  the  fields,  flourishing  for  a  brief  sea¬ 
son  and  then  withering  away.  Com¬ 
pared  to  eternity,  the  human  span  is  but 
a  twinkling.  We  are  apt  to  forget  that 


billions  of  individuals  have  come  and  ' 
gone;  the  millions  who  are  now  living 
will,  in  no  great  stretch  of  time,  joiti/€he 
silent  majority.  When  we  stop  to-Teal- 
ize  by  what  a  narrow  margin  we  Fling  to 
that  which  we  call  life,  we  w^der  not 
that  some  of  our  colleagues/nave  gone 
from  us,  but  that  more  have  not  gone. 

Every  tenet  of  religious  faith,  every 
tenet  of  philosophy,  every  tenet  of  logic, 
every  tenet  of  hiunan  hope  bids  us  to  be 
of  good  cheer,  because  our  colleagues, 
having  passed  beyond  our  ken,  are  not 
forever  blotted,'  out,  but  live  on  and 
work  on.  /' 

None  can  explain  the  mystery  of  death. 
We  can  hope.  None  can  reason  how  or 
why  out  colleagues  should  have  been 
called,  'except  that  that  is  the  way  of 
flesh  But  there  is  vast  consolation,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  hope  and  the  faith  that 
pdr  colleagues,  somewhere,  in  some  hap- 
.,’pier  realm,  labor  on,  rising  ever  upward 
in  their  striving  to  attain  truth. 

So,  instead  of  grieving  as  our  stricken 
colleagues  depart,  we  can  find  it  in  our 
hearts  to  be  grateful  to  infinite  being 
that  we  were  permitted  to  know  them,  to 
be  associated  with  them,  to  work  with 
them,  and  to  cherish  their  memories  as 
we  hope  those  left  behind  when  we  go 
will  cherish  memories  of  us. 

That  great  philosopher,  that  kindly 
gentleman,  that  able  Justice  of  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court,  the  late  Oliver  Wendell 
Holmes,  once  put  into  words  the  hope 
and  the  faith  that  I  would  voice  to  you 
here  today.  Said  he: 

I  think  It  not  improbable  that  man,  like 
the  grub  that  prepares  a  chamber  for  the 
winged  thing  it  has  never  seen  but  is  to  be — 
that  man  may  have  cosmic  destinies  that  he 
does  not  understand.  And  so  beyond  the 
vision  of  battling  races  and  an  impoverished 
earth,  I  catch  a  dreaming  glimpse  of  peace. 

It  seems  to  be,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  com- 
i^  mon  fate  of  kings  and  beggars,  of  just 
'i^d  unjust,  of  saint  and  sinner,  that  each 
oi^us  shall  sometime  embark  upon  that 
jomipey  from  earth  to  the  far  yonder 
shorfifc  of  an  unknown  eternity. 

So  itShas  been  with  the  colleague  and 
my  devm>^  friend  of  whom  we  speak  to¬ 
day.  May'^is  soul  rest  in  peace  to  the 
end  of  time^ 

Mr.  Speake^>^  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  iSMr.  DonderoI. 

Mr.  DONDERO\  Mr.  Speaker,  a  long¬ 
distance  call  has  W^n  received  by  one 
of  our  colleagues,  Jk  member  of  the 
Michigan  delegation.  Congressman  Fred 
Bradley,  of  Rogers  City.N^ich.,  left  this 
world  last  Saturday  on  a  'Journey  from 
which  no  traveler  returns, 

In  his  desire  to  serve  hiX^counh’y, 
which  he  loved  devotedly,  he  conVibuted 
every  talent  he  possessed.  He  symbplized 
unselfish  devotion  to  duty  and  respftcsi- 
bility  as  a  legislator  and  public  servant. 


5954 


1947 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


5963 


Congress  has  been  deprived  of  the  judgment 
afid  ability  of  a  great  American  and  an  able  " 
legiHJator;  and  be  it  further 

Revived,  That  we,  the  Michigan  congres¬ 
sional  delegation  in  the  Eightieth  Congress, 
do  by  this  means  express  our  deep  regret  that 
his  career,  has  been  brought  to  a  close  at  a 
time  when' his  highest  ambitions  and  ideals 
were  being  realized:  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That,  while  we  feel  the  ineffec¬ 
tiveness  of  any  act  of  ours  to  in  any  way 
assuage  the  grief  ■pf  his  widow,  we  extend  to 
her  our  deepest  sjTppathy  in  this  her  hour 
of  bereavement. 

Roy  O.  WooDRi^T,  Rarl  C.  Michener, 
Jesse  P.  Wow;;ott,  George  A.  Don- 
DERO,  Fred  L.  Ceaweord,  Albert  J. 
Engel,  Clare  E/^offman,  Paul  W. 
Shafer,  Williams  W.  Blackney, 
Bartel  J.  Jonkman,  John  B.  Ben¬ 
nett,  Howard  A.  C^>ffin,  Harold 
F.  Youngblood,  John'^.D,  Dingell, 
John  Lesinski,  George  G.  Sa- 

DOWSKI. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF.  Mr.  SpeaWr,  I 
offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  217),  which 
Is  at  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  217  \ 

Resolved,  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Fred 
Bradley,  a  Representative  from  the  State  of 
Michigan. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  four  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  with  such  Members  of 
the  Senate  as  may  be  joined  be  appointed 
to  attend  the  funeral. 

Resolved,  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of 
the  House  iDe  authorized  and  directed  to  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  provision  of  these  resolutions,  and 
that  the  necessary  expenses  in  connection 
therewith  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House. 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  trans¬ 
mit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  appoints  as  members  of  the 
funeral  committee  Messrs.  Hoffman, 
Shafer,  Grant  of  Indiana,  and  Dingell. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  remainder 
of  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  re¬ 
spect,  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Accordingly  (at  1  o’clock  and  16  r^ln- 
utes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  its  pr^ious 
order,  adjourned  until  tomorrow^^ues- 
day.  May  27,  1947,  at  11  o’clod^a.  m. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATjdNS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  2Q5;iV,  executive 
communications  were  talien  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

710.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  amend  the  Armed  Forces  Leave  Act 
of  1946,  approved  August  9,  1946  (Public  Law 
704,  79th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  60  Stat.  963),  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

711.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  or 
the  Navy,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  ‘‘An  act  to  pro¬ 
vide  additional  protection  for  owners  of  pat¬ 
ents  of^the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,^  approved  June  25,  1910,  as  amended, 
so  as  to  protect  the  United  States  in  certain 
patent  suits;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


712.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  amend  the  Articles  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy  to  improve  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  naval  justice;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  CURTIS:  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  H.  R.  468.  A  bill  to  amend  section 
115  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  in  respect 
of  distributions  by  personal  holding  com¬ 
panies;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  454). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WELCH:  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
H.  R.  3309.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Organic  Act 
of  Puerto  Rico;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  455).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Washington:  Committee  on 
Post  Ofiace  and  Civil  Service.  S.  125.  An 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were,  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  3611.  A  bill  to  fix  and  regulate  the 
salaries  of  teachers,  school  officers-,  and  other 
employees  of  the  Board  of  Education  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 

H.  R.  3612.’A  bill  to  amend  the  Sugar  Con¬ 
trol  Extension  Act  of  1047  so  as  to  terminate 
the  authority  to  allocate  or  ration  refined 
sugar  among  usersyior  home  consumption: 
to  the  Committeejm  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr. 

H.  R.  3613.  Aybill  to  amend  sections  1802 
(a),  1802  (bU^And  3481  (a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Cqpe;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Mean^ 

Bw^Ir.  KNUTSON: 

H.  R^rei4.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishn^t  of  the  Brainerd  War  Dead  National 
Mei^rlal;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

/  By  Mr.  PRICE  of  Florida: 
yH.  R.  3615.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
^1,  1946,  entitled  “An  act  to  pi’ovlde  addi- 


act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  so  as  to  /  tlonal  compensation  for  postmasters  and  em- 
■‘tend  the  benefits  of  such  act  to  the  official/  ployees  of  the  postal  service”;  to  the  Com- 

By  Mr.  RIVERS: 

H.  R.  3616.  A  bill  to  provide  more  efficient 
dental  care  for  the  personnel  of  the  United 
States  Army;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  SIKES: 

H.  R.  3617.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  donate  and  convey 
to  Okaloosa  County,  State  of  Florida,  all  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States 
in  and  to  a  portion  of  Santa  Rosa  Island, 
Fla.,  extending  1  mile  east  from  Brooks 
Bridge  on  United  States  Highway  98  near  the 
town  of  Fort  Walton,  Fla.,  and  2  miles  west 
from  said  bridge;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mrs.  DOUGLAS: 

H.  R.  3618.  A  bill  to  declare  certain  rights 
of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  for  the 
better  assurance  of  the  protection  of  such 
citizens  and  other  persons  within  the  several 
States  from  mob  violence  and  lynching,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ENGEL  of  Michigan; 

H.  R.  3619.  A  bill  relating  to  the  sale  of  the 
Mission  Point  Lighthouse  Reservation,  Grand 
Traverse  County,  Mich.;  to  the  Committee  on 
^Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  MACKINNON: 

I.  R.  3620.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  admis- 
slo\to  the  United  States  of  certain  persons 
who\erved  in  the  Polish  Army,  and  for  other 
purpohes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


reiaorters  of  debates  in  the  Senate  and  pe: 
sonB  employed  by  them  in  connection  w 
the  ^rf ormance  of  their  duties  as  sucyre- 
porterit  without  amendment  (Rept.  No^56) . 
Referreck  to  the  Committee  of  the/^Whole 
House  oi^he  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GEARHART;  Committee  oi^Vays  and 
Means.  H.  ^1945.  A  bill  to  an^id  sections 
2801  (e)  (4) ,  S043  (a) ,  and  304yof  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  'Code;  withouC  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  457)  .^Referred  y  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  HoRse  on  /ftie  State  of  the 
Union. 

Ittee  on  Ways  and 
bill  to  amend  sec- 
ntSinial  Revenue  Code; 
(Re^.  No.  458).  Re 
ittee  of\he  Whole  House 
e  Union. 


Mr.  GEARHART: 
Means.  H.  R.  1946. 
tibn  2801  (e)  of  th^ 
without  amendme> 
ferred  to  the  Cor 
on  the  State  of: 


Mr.  GEARMRT:  Commltte^n  Ways  and 
Means.  H.  1947.  A  bill  to>emend  sec¬ 
tion  2800  of  the  Internal  RevKnue  Code; 
.without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  4^)0).  Re¬ 
ferred  t^the  Committee  of  the  WholW  House 
on  tha^State  of  the  Union. 

Me/bennett  of  Michigan:  Committee  on 
In1;^state  and  Foreign  Commerce.  S.  fttO. 
act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  CoiiW 
ierce  to  sell  certain  property  occupied  by 
''the  Weather  Bureau  at  East  Lansing,  Mich., 
and  to  obtain  other  quarters  for  the  said 
Bureau  in  the  State  of  Michigan;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  460).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  YOUNGBLOOD:  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  3511.  A  bill 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  section  1  (e)  of 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930,  as  amended,  until  June  30,  1943;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  461).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
•  IHrStaTSTiT  TKfe’UWPTl'. - 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  218.  Resolution 
waiving  points  of  order  against  H.  R.  3601, 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  463).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  vuKYs:  (jommitlee  on  Foreign  Af- 
falrs.  House  Joint  Resolution  207.  Joint 
resolution  providing  for  membership  and 
participation  by  the  United  States  in  the 
International  Refugee  Organlzatiton  and  au¬ 
thorizing  an  appropriation  therefor;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  464).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 


MEMORIALS  . 

Under  cftmse  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo¬ 
rials  were  prhgented  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

By  the  SPEAK^l^:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
ature  of  the  StateSof  California,  memorial- 
zing  the  President  ^d  the  Congress  of  the 
Jnited  States  relativevto  extending  pension 
Denefits  to  persons  wlila  served  on  certain 
transport  vessels  operated^by  the  Army  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  with  Spain,  t^e  Philippine  In¬ 
surrection,  and  the  China  Relief  Expedition; 
|to  the  Committee  on  Veterans',  Affairs. 

*  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  Federal  operation  of  alx-traffic 
control  towers;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
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in  relation  to  providing  funds  for  a  con- 
tihued  Federal-aid  highway  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Also,  meiftoml  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Callfora1«,.mem.orlalizing  the  Presl. 
dent  and  the  CongrSSst;^  the  United  States 
to  enact  H.  R.  881  and  H;'eiill99;  granting 
tax  exemptions  to  those  held  p¥istmers  by  the 
Japanese;  to  the  Committee  on  ^‘Wegs  and 
Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the^ 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  memorializing  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  enact  the  Wagner-Ellender-Taft  bill,  S. 
866,  of  the  Eightieth  Congress,  first  session; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  a^ 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CANNON: 

H.  R.  3621.  A  bill  for  thp.-^”lief  of  Flavia 
Isldora  Vieira  Sauer;  ^.*He  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr..TaNG: 

H.  R.  3^2:'  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
Franco -Italian  Packing  Co.;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause- 1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk’s  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

568.  By  Mr.  BRADLEY:  Petition  of  163  citi¬ 
zens  of  the  Eighteenth  Congressional  District.^ 
of  California,  urging  that  communism  in  this 
country  be  stopped  and  stamped  out  com¬ 
pletely;  to  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
^,,^ctivities. 

By  Mr.  WELCH:  Assembly  Joint^«eb- 
lution>8ij^f  the  California  Stat^o>Cegisla- 
ture,  relatl>•^to  extending  p^aefon  benefits- 
to  persons  who^i^^id  ojvfftrtaln  transport 
vessels  operated  by^^i^&my  during  the  War 
with  Spain,  the,J»HDippinb««iDsurrectlon,  and 
the  China  ExpeditipnTtSNUje  Commit¬ 

tee  on^,;JWterans’  Affairs.  / 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of 
issociation  of.  Arkansas,  petitioning  conslo^ 
eration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
request  for  an  amendment  to  the  Federal 
Employers’  Liability  Act;  to  the  Committe  on 
the  Judiciary. 

571.  Also,  petition  of  the  menrhershlp  of 
the  Tampa  Townsend  Club,  No.  1,  Tampa, 
Fla.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso¬ 
lution  with  reference  to  endorsement  of  the 
Townsend  plan,  H.  R.  16;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 


572.  Also,  petition  of  the  membership  of"* 
the  Pensacola  Townsend  Club.  No. 
cola,  Fla.,  petitioning  conslderatJpHr*bf  their 
resolution  with  reference  to^BHflorsement  of 
the  Townsend  plan,  H.  to  the  Commit¬ 

tee  on  Ways  and  M©«r^ 

573,.  Also,  D^*rtlon  of  American  Veterans 
Committgii<’’Terrltory  of  Hawaii,  petitioning 
cons^dirfation  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
ice.to  restrictions  imposed  on  American 
citizens  of  oriental  birth  who  wish  to  travel 
from  Hawaii  to  the  mainland;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary.  • 

574.  Also,  petitlori  of  Holy  Name  Society 
of  the  Sacred  Heart  Church,  of  Gary,  Ind., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution . 
with  reference  to  subversive  activities  of 
foreign  agents  who  tend  to  break  down  con¬ 
stitutional  government;  to  the  Committee 
gn  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  petition  of  the  New  England 
Confer?h*^of  the  Methodist  Church,  peti¬ 
tioning  con^i^ration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to*>iy^^mlng  support  of  the 
provision  in  the  Consfti^i^n  of  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  MassachuserSSsjjdilch  forbids 
the  use  of  public  funds  for  the  n!**(i^nance 
of  private  and  sectarian  schools;  tcx  the 
mlttee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  debated  agricultural  appropriation  bill.  House  connittee  reported 
1  bill  to  place  crop- insurance  on  experimental  basis.  House  committee  ordered  re- 
j  ported  bills  to  extend  Export-Control  Act  and  to  transfer  Remount  Service  to  USDA, 
Rep.  Reed,  criticized  Government's  foreign  food  shipments  as  a  cause  of  feed  short¬ 
age.  Reps.  Poage  and  Grant  discussed  potato  problem,  explaining  efforts  v/hich  have 
been  made  to  dispose  of  surplus. 


HOUSE 

1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  Began  and  completed  general  debate  on  this 
bill,  H,  R,  3601  (pp.  6021-62),  The  bill  is  to  be  read  for  amendment  today. 

Agreed,  189-170»  to  a  resolution  v/aiving  points  of  order  on  the  bill 
(pu*  6021-9),  Reps.  Chenoweth,  Halleck,  and  Dirksen  spoke  in  favor  of  the  ruLe? 
Reps,  Sabath,  McCormack,  Hope,  Andresen,  Clark,  Uhitten,  and  Cooley  spoke 
against  it.  Rep.  Sabath .  inserted  a  Farm  Bureau  telOgram  stating  it  is  ’’deeply' 
shocked”  at  several  recommendations  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  (p.  6023)* 

Rep. .Plumley,  Vt.,  said  he  disagreed  with  ”the  general  proposition  in  this 
bill,  insofar  as  it  would  follow  the  Nev/  Deal  program”  (p.  6o3o),  Rep.  Ander¬ 
sen,  Minn.,  spoke  in  favor  of  economy,  said  ”We  will  give  REA  every  dime  they 
need,  but.. .we  do  not  intend  to  put  more  money  on  the  shelf  than  is  necessary,” 
stated  that  soil-conservation  payments  are  not  necessary  to  insure  soil  conser¬ 
vation,  objected  to  the  proposed  decreases  in  PI4A  county- committee  funds, 
recommended  a  $561 » 000  cut  in  Solicitor'*^s  Office  and  a  20^  cut  in  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  and  stated  that  ”too  much  of  the  economy  in  this. bill  is  at  the 
expense  of  others  than  the'  employees”  (ppo  6030-3)o  Rep,  Hays,  Arks,  asked  for 
restoration  of  FHA  funds  (pp,  6033”4)o  Rep,  Winstead,  Miss,,  said  the  ACP  item 
v/ould  break  a  ’’commitment”  to  farmers,  although  recommending  a  gradual  tapering 
off  of  the  program,  said  the  bill  would  keep  the  ’’high-priced  administrative.., 
personnel ”  and  apply  the  cuts  to  local  levels  ”v.ihich  actually  render  the-  serv¬ 
ice,”  objected  to  the  RRA  reductions  and  rescission  of  Sec,  32^ funds,  and  criti-. 
cized  FHA  cuts  and  failure  to  include  the  full  Research  and  Marketing  Act  auth-  ' 
orization  (pp.  6034-5)»  Rep.  Allen,  Lao,  opposed  SCS,  AGP,  and  Sec,  32  cuts  (pp» 
6o35~7)»  Rep.  Davis,  Ga, ,  spoke  in  favor  of  economy  but  objected  to  so il- 
conservation  and  school-lunch  reductions  (pp®  6037“6) .  Rep,  Phillips  spoke  in 
support  of  the  FHA,  ACP,  Sec»  32,  and  OFAR  cuts  (pp,  6036-^)o  Rep.  Church, 

Ill,,  spoke  in  favor  of  economy  and  commended  the  bill  (pp,  6o4o-l)(»  Rep, 
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Price,  Ill»,  o'bjected  to  SSA.  and  SC5  reductions  (ppo  6o4l-2)».  Pep*  Eankin,  | 
Miss*,  opposed  REA  cuts  (p*  60lS)*  Rep*  I'/orley,  Tex.,  sipoke  against  reductiojj 
in  AGP,  SCS,  and  REA  (pp,  6o42-4)«  Rep»  Ellsworth,  Orego,  criticized  ES  * 

cuts  (pp.  6o44-'5)  “  Pep*  Whitten,  Misso,  objected,  to  the  procedures  .hj  Tihich 
the  hill  was  considered  in  committee  and  criticized  cuts  in  PEA,  SCS,  SeCo  32i 
Research  and  Marketing  Act,  and  EHA  (pp®  6o45-5l)*  Pep*  Hope,  Pans.,  insertec 
a  letter  from  Under  Secretary  Dodd  on  the  effect  of  rescihdir^  Sec.  3P  money 
and  defended  this  program  (pp.  605lr3^»  Hep.  Zimmerman,  Mo. ,. objected  to 
Sec. .  32  and  soil^conservation  cuts  (pp.  6053“4).  Rep.  Bro.wp,  Ua.,  spoke 
against  reductions  in  SCS,  AUP,  Sec. .  32,  and  EHA  (pp*  6o5^5)*  Pep.  Evins, 
Tenn. ,  spoke  against  the  proposed  cuts  in  general  (p*  6055)  •  Pep*  McMillan, 

S.  C.,  objected  to  the  meat-inspection  reimbursement  provision  and  cuts  in 
PEA,  ACP,  and  EHA  (pp.  5055*'^.  Pep*  Williams,  Miss.,  criticized  reductions 
'  in’  REA,  soil-conservation,  and  Sec,  32  (p.  6056).  Rep.  Mansfield,  Mont*,  con¬ 
gratulated  the  committee  on  recognizing  the  importance , of  for estiT  but  objecte 
to  ^  cuts  (pp.  Pep*  Cannon,  Mo.,  criticized  redactions  in  Research 

'  and  Marketing  Act,  AGP,  SCS,.  REA,  a,nd  EHA  (pp.  6o5T“9)  •  Pep.  Poage,  Tex*,  saf 
the  bill  ^grabs  out  the  support  under  surpluses*^  (pp*  Pep.  Beck- 

worth,  Tex.,  said  he  hoped  the  bill  would  be  amended  to  prevent  a  set-back  in 
the  farm  program  and  urged  REA  expansion  (p.  6061).  Ren.  Pobgrtson,  Ill., 
objected,  to  AGP,  PEA.,  Research  and  Marketing  Act,  Sap.  3P*  "^^^t  agreed,  with  the 
committee’s  treatment  of  Extension  and  SCS  items  (pp.  S'O^l-2) . 

Rep.  Dirksen  said,  "I  hope  xire  can  complete  the  bill  tomorroxir”  (p.  6029). 
Majority  Leader  Halleck  said  D«  C.  legislation  is  to  be  considered  Thurs.  ’’if 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  a,ppropriation_ bill  is  theretofore  .disposed  of. 

Of  course  our  first  task  is  to  dispose- of  the  appropriation  bill,”  and  that 
"there  v;ill  be  no  session  Friday”  Cp.  b02l)  *  The  House  is  to  meet  today  at 
lOsQO  a.  m,  (p.  6062) * 


CROP  IHSURAHCE.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.R. 
tp  amend  the  federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  so  as  to  place  crop  ins''jrance  pji  an 
e2q>epimental  basis  (H.Pept.  470)  (p.  6063)*  ' 


3.  EXPOPT-COllTPpLS;  PEMOUHT  SERVICE;  PEPSOH^EL.  The  Armed  Services’  Committee  or-  , 
dered  report^dJ  H.R.  3049,  extension  of  the  Export- Cent ro!i  Act;  H.R.  3484, 
transfer  of  PemOTtRi  Service  to  USDA;  and  H,P.  1845,  mi^A^airr  lea.ve  for  Federal' 
employees  x-;ho  are  meh^iers  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Cparps  (p.  D302) . 

*. Copies  of  the  biT^^s  paid  reports  will  nojt^^'^'ava.ilable  until  the  bills  ar; 
actuadly  reported,  x-hen  thTN^^igest  will  inclpde  a  statement  to  that  effect. 


4.  FOOD  DESTRUCTION.  Rep.  Murray,  l'/isX,3^tcd  and  discussed  his  bill,  H.R. 3585 
to  prohibit  destruction  of  foods  arfJ^E^^rs  (p.  b020) 


5*  VETERANS’'  PPHU’ERENCE ,  The  Pos1>'^fico  and  CivS^j^^Service  Committee  roorted  x-.dtij 
amendment  Hofi.  1389 »  to  amp^i^T  the  Vetereais’  Prei75R.^ce  Act  so  as  to  reo^uiro  PX  ' 
tive  full-bime  paid  dutys^n  the  armed  forces  and  se^J'^^dion  lundcr  honorable 
conditions  for  elegi^lity  for  benefits  (H^-Rcpt.  465) 


6063) 


6.  LANDS,  The  Public  Lands  Committee  reported  without  amendment .  2852,  provid 

ing  for  thu-^ddition  of  certain  surplus  Gox'’crrLment  lands  to  the  0^h>Qr  Creek 
Recreatiolial  Demonstration  Area,  Ky,  (H.Rent,  469)  (p.  6063). 

7.  HOyg-fNC.  Received  a  Chicago,  Ill.,  resolution  urging  prompt  action  on  the'^Taffel 
.  Uagner-Ellcnder  housing  bill  (p*  6o64)* 


SEITATE 


■9 

r: 

el 


TAXAITIOII.  Continued  debate  on  H,E,  1,  the  individucul  income  tax-reduc.tion  bil 
agreeing  to  the  Committee  amendments  (pp*  59TO-6oi5). 

Jl-IiiEL.  Received  a  report  on  Eedera.1  personnel  for  Apr.  and  Mar.  19^7 
le  Joint  Committee  on  Redaction  of  Hones  sent  ml  Expenditures  (up. 

ZATI OH;  HOUSIilG-,  Both  Houses  received  the  President's  Heorgai^zation 
Plan  5L  uhich  provides  for  the  grouping  of  '’nearly  all  'of  the  perman^t  housing 
agenci^  and  functions  of  the  Government,'  and  the  remaining  emerg^cy  housing 
a.ctivit3^,  ,in  a  Housing  aaid  Home  Einance  Agency  with  the  follo\-jj^g  constituent 
■  operating^gencies:  (a)  A  Home  Loan  Bank  .Board  to  administer  tl^'Eederal  Sav- 
ir^gs  and  Lc^^n  Insura,nce  Corporation,  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Coloration,  and  the 
fainctions  of>ihe  Federal  Home  Loan  Banic  Board  and  its  membeoE;  (b)  a  Fcdera,! 
'Housirig  Adninrl^ration  vrith  the  saj;.e  functions  now  provide^^by  law  for  that 
f  .agency;  and  (c)V  Public  Hous  ing  ^i-dministrat ion  to  take  ^er  the  filnctions  of 
the  United  State&^ousing  Authority  a,nd  cortadn  remaini^  emergency  housing 
activities  uending^he  comuletion  of  their  liauidat ioj^"  (H.Doc.  2J0)  (pp. 

D.  299.  596s,  60lS-r 


IRRIhATIOH.  ,  The  Public  Tm.nds  Comittee  r<gported  ’^^hout  anendmont  S*  753>  “to 
authorize  Interior  Depar^ent  to  defer  the  collj^tion  of  certain  irrigation 
construction  charges  agaii^t  la.nds  under  the  ^f^^^cad  Indian  irrigation  project 
(S.Rcpt.  206)  (p.  59^6)  • 

BI^S  IHTRODUfi 


SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  S,  1353>  by  SenVAilc^,  Vt.,  to  amend  the  Surplus  Property 
Act  with  reference  to  co ndemnation^Wwers  of  the  Administrator.  To  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments  iJ^m.ittee.  (p,  59^3.) 

].  LAHDS.  H.R,  362g,  by  Reu.  ¥elch,yCalif .\to,  revise  the  method  of  issuing  pat¬ 
ents  for  unblic  lands.  To  Pub^c  La,nds  Oi^.mittee.  (p.  6063*) 

](*.  FISHERIES.  H.R,  3^37*  ReuC  Phillips ,  ■  Cal r^. ,  gra.nting  the  consent  and  ap¬ 
proval  of  Congress^to  an  i^erst.ate  compact  i^ating  to  the  'better  utilization 
of  the  fisheries  of  the  Bncific  coast  and  creatsing  the  Pacific  Iferine  Fisheries 
Commission.  To  Mcrcharyir  Marine  and  Fisheries  CoXnittee.  (p.  6063*) 


..ARCHIVES.  H.R,  363Si^y  Rep.  Rees,  Ka,ns.,  to  anend'^c.  10  of  the  act  estab¬ 
lishing  Tv  Ha.tional  ifi.r chives  of  the  U.S.  Government.  NTo  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Comnittoo/C  (p.  6063*) 


ITE-IS  IH  APPEITDIX 


'1.  POTATO  SURPLUS.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Poage,  Tex.,  discussing  the  potato 
situs, tion,  explaining  the  efforts  which  ha,ve  been  na.de  to  disp)Ose  of  the  sur¬ 
plus,  and  justifj^ing  the  urice-support  program  (pp.  A2627-8). 

tension  oi  remarks  oi  nop).  Grant,  Aia.,  aiscussing  ticc  pouato- surplus 


w 


ith  particular  reference  to  the  situation  in  AlabaLia,  (ppVA2643-4) , 


SHORTAGE;  FOREIGH  FOOD  SHIPMSHTS.  Extension  of  rema.rks  of  Rep.  K^ed,  H.Y., 
icizing  the  Government's  foreign  food  shipments  as  a  cause  of  the  ^od 
shortage  (pm.  A262S— 9). 


FARf- 


ABOR.  Reu.  Horan,  Mich.,  inserted  a  memorandum  pointing  out  the  effects 
of  the  two  different  definitions  of  agricultur.al  labor  contained  in  the  Hous< 


-  4  - 


versions  of  the  la.'bor-nanagement  'bills  _(p»  A26y'^) 


19.  APPROPRIATIONS;  SOIL  COITSSRYATIOIT.  Rep.  Porn,  S.C.,  inserted  a  ^’am  Bureau  let-1 
ter  urotesting  against  cmts  in  the  o.gricultural  conservation  program  funds  (p.  \ 

2635) . 

Extension  of  renarks  of  Rep.  Morrison,  La.,  protesting  against  cuts  in 
funds  for  the  agricultural  conservation  progra,n  (pp.  A2653'“^)  • 


^0.  WOOL;  POREIOIT  TRADE.  Rep.  McCornack,  Mass.,  inserted  a  Wash^^gton  Post 
''k'ool  Tariff  Versus  Foreign  Trade"  (pp.  A2645'-6), 


21.  TEXTILES.  Rep.  Caufiei^d,  II. J.,  inserted  a  letter  froji^ohn  C.  Hazen,  llationa,! 
Retail  Pry  G-oods  -A-ssoc^V -^-voring  legislation  to  q;?^trol  the  production  of  dan^ 
gerous  flamahle  textilesVp,  A2646),  . 


22.  CLAIMS,  Rep.  G-oarha.rt,  Calif iSanserted  Ha^;)4fd  Arenas  article,  "Federal  Tort  u' 
Claims  Act;  Comments  and  Qp.estia^e  for  Pr^rcticing  Lav/yers"  (pp.  A2649'-50)»  u 


COMMITTES-HEARIl'US  ANIIOUNCE^iENTS  for^y  2S:  "K  Foreign  Relations,  St.  Lavu-ence 
wo-terway;  S.  Labor  and  Public  Welfii!re>  Taft  hel^h  bill;  S,  Judicia.ry,  Export-Con¬ 
trol  Act  extension;  S,  Expendi-hji^s  in  the  Execur^e  Pepartments;  technical  inform¬ 
ation  cand  service;  S.  Agricu!^<iffe ,  fertilizer  bill^^.  Public  Vorks,  water-pollution  1 
bill;  S.  Small  Business ,  st^el  hearings;  S,  Public  LajWs,  Reclamation  Act  amend-  ; 
ments;  S,  A-curopr ia,tionsT/^nt crior  n,]7propriations  bill;^iL  Ap-oropria-tions ,  legisla- ' 
tive  and  ¥ar  civil  fum^n.ons  appropriation  bills  (ex.);  H^^duca.tion  a.nd  Labor, 
Federal  aid  to  educaJ<^n;  H.  Slxpenditurcs  in  the  Executive  iScartments,  G-overnment 
publicity  a,nd  prou^a,nda;  H.  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  ceSmses  of  manufactures 
(Stein  and  Been  testify);  E.  Rules,  Export- Import  Bank;  H.  New^^int  and  Paper 
Supply  (McAnP^s  to  testify) . 


-  o  - 


tnoplemental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material,  ref  erred  toA^call 
4654  or  send  to  Room  II3  Adm.  Arrangements  may  be  made  to  be  kept  adviss^, 
routinely,  of  developments  on  any  pa,rticular  bill,  ' 
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H.  RES.  218 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Mat  26, 1947 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Kules,  reported  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 

May  27, 1947 

Considered  and  agreed  to 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  during  the  consideration  of  the  hill 

2  (H.  E.  3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department 

3  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 

4  and  for  other  purposes,  all  points  of  order  against  the  hill 

5  or  any  provisions  contained  therein  are  hereby  waived. 
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PROGRAM  FOR  THE  REST  OF  THIS  WEEK 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
revest  just  granted  indicates,  it  now  will 
be\i  order  to  consider  bills  from  the 
Comiaittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
on  ThilH;^sday  of  this  week  if  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  'Agriculture  appropriation  bill  is 
theretofora  disposed  of.  Of  course  our 
first  task  is 'to  dispose  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  It  is  my  hope  that  the  debate 
on  the  bill  may  proceed  for  such  time  as 
is  necessary  this  afternoon  and  that  we 
then  begin  to  read  the  bill  for  amend¬ 
ment.  If  there  is  indication  that  we  can¬ 
not  finish  that  bill  tomorrow  evening, 
coming  in  at  12  o’clock  tomorrow,  it  is 
my  idea  that  we  come  hi  at  an  earlier 
hour  tomorrow  in  the  hope  that  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  can  be  disposed  of  tomor¬ 
row.  It  is  my  hope  then  that  Ve  take  up 
on  Thursday  the  two  investigatory  reso¬ 
lutions  that  have  been  programed  for 
that  day  and  in  addition  take  care  of 
some  matters  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Di$trict  of  Columbia  which  I  li^- 
derstand  are  quite^  important  but  n^ 
particularly  controversial. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H..  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Ml’.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  As  the . 
gentleman  knows.  Memorial  Day  comes 
on  Friday.  A  good  many  of  the  Members, 
including  myself,  have  made  engage- i, 
ments  with  the  understanding,  of  course,  j 
that  the  Agricultural  appropriation  bill 
would  be  concluded  by  tomorrow  night. 
Unfortunately,  the  death  of  a  very  good; 
colleague  changed  the  program,  which  is 
the  reason  I  ask  if  there  is  a  possibility 
that  final  action  on  this  bill  may  be  de-  ■ 
ferred  until  next  week. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
gentleman  would  discover  in  the  remarks 
I  have  made  a  recognition  of  the  very 
situation  about  which  he  is  speaking.  I 
have  announced  that  there  will  be  no  ses¬ 
sion  Friday.  It  is  hoped  that  we  can  go 
over  from  Thursday  to  Monday,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  many  Members  have  per¬ 
sonal  obligations  and  commitments  and 
matters  that  they  want  to  take  care  of 
over  Memorial  Day,  as  do  people  general¬ 
ly  in  the  'country.  I  can  see  no  reason 
why  we  cannot  carry  out  the  program 
I  have  outlined  and  in  that  way  dispose 
of  this  very  important  measure  that  is 
before  us  by  tomorrow  night  and  likewise 
dispose  of  other  important  matters  on 
Thursday,  matters  necessary  tq  be  con¬ 
sidered  and  about  which  thei^  is  urgen¬ 
cy  but  as  to  which  indivi^ally  there 
might  not  be  too  much  intq^^st  as  far  as 
the  Members  are  concerjrfed. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  ^peaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  J  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  How  much  general  de¬ 
bate  will  we  have  on  this  appropriation 
bill? 

Mr.  HA^ECK.  No  agreement  has 
been  reacjied  on  that.  That  is  up  to  the 
member^  of  the  Committee  on  Appropri¬ 
ations  iiaving  the  matter  in  charge.  I 
have  -epoken  to  some  of  them  about  it. 
As  ^imderstand.  it  is  expected  that  the 
general  debate  will  proceed  today,  and  I 
t6ke  it  that  opportunity  will  be  given  to 


anyone  who  wants  to  make  a  statement 
in  respect  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  am  merely  trying  to 
find  out  whether  general  debate  is  to  be 
concluded  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  say  by  all 
means  it  should  be  concluded  this  after¬ 
noon.  As  I  said,  I  trust  that  not  only 
can  general  debate  be  concluded  but  also 
that  the  reading  of  the  bill  may  begin 
because,  as  the  gentleman  well  knows, 
it  is  when  the  bill  is  being  read  that  we 
generally  find  the  greatest  desire  for 
time  to  speak. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  As  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  would  be  willing  to  start  read¬ 
ing  it  in  the  beginning  and  debate  the 
various  amendments  as  we  go  along. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  an  article  by 
Mark  Sullivan. 

\  Mr.  MORRISON  (at  the  request  of 
\Mr.  Larcade)  was  given  permission  to 
e^end  his  remarks  in  the  Record. 

^r.  POAGE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mi^ion  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Riceae. -  _ -  - -  -  - 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS.  1948 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  218  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  during  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes,  all  points  of  order  against  the  hill 
or  any  provisions  contained  therein  are 
hereby  waived. 

.  ^  .  /?-Al.T.  ru?  TTTg  HrtTT.ClE  - 

Mr.  FORAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  -I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
prssdit  \ 

The  ’  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  Vill 
cqunt.  [After  counting.]  Ninety-sevdu 
Members  are  present,  not  a  quorum.  \ 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names : 

[Roll  No.  64] 


Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Hubert 

Norrell 

Auchlncloss 

Heffernan 

Peterson 

Bender 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Pfeifer 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Keefe 

Phillips,  Tenn, 

Bland 

Kennedy 

Ploeser 

Boggs,  La. 

Kllburn 

Powell 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

King 

Rabin 

Cannon 

Klein 

Rayflel 

Chelf 

Knutson 

Redden 

Clements 

Lane 

Reeves 

Colmer 

Lanham 

Riley 

Cox 

Lea 

Rooney 

Curtis  ' 

Lynch 

Sadowskl 

Davis,  Wis. 

McConnell 

Sarbacher 

Dawson,  Ill. 

McDowell 

Scoblick 

Dlngell 

McGarvey 

Scott, 

Domengeaux 

Macy 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

^berharter 

Madden 

Shafer 

Tuller 

Maloney 

Smather# 

Gallagher 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Somers 

Gary 

Marcantonio 

Teague 

Gifford 

Merrow 

Welchel 

Gwlnn,  N.  Y. 

Mitchell 

West 

Hand 

Harness,  Ind. 
Hart 

Morrison 

Nixon 

Nodar 

Youngblood 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call,  353 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  may  sit  this  afternoon 
during  general  debate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

EXTENglON  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  a  short  article. 

Mr.  5®OTH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  in  three  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  radio 
address  recently  made  by  him. 

Mr.  CLASON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  GA'VIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
^Record  and  include  a  resolution  adopted 
'by  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Independ- 
jent  Petroleum  Association, 
j  Mr.  SPRINGER  asked  and  was  given 
i  permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
[instances  in  the  Record  and  include  a 
newspaper  article  and  a  speech. 

Mr.  JAVITS  asked  and  was  given  per- 
!  mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  a  letter, 
i  Mr.  H^GEN  asked  and  was  given  per- 
;  mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  article  by  David 
Lawrence. 

Mr.  JUDD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  in  two  instances,  and  in  each  to  in¬ 
clude  an  article. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
.^Record  in  two  instances  and  include  some 
editorials. 

Mr.  DORN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
MdpoRMACK)  was  given  permission  to 
extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  a  telegram. 

Mr.  KEATING  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial  by 
Walter  Lippmann. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  an  article  by 
the  late  Honorable  Fred  Bradley,  of 
Michigan. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  speech  he  made  in 
Chicago  last  Sunday. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS,  1948 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI. 

(Mr.  CHENOWETH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 
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Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
now  yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  waives 
points  of  order  which  might  be  made 
against  the  annual  appropriation  bill 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  H.  R. 
3601,  which  is  on  the  calendar  for  con¬ 
sideration  today. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule  is  made  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  certain  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  this  appropriation  bill  which 
are  subject  to  points  of  order.  It  is 
points  of  order  will  be  made  unless  this 
rule  is  adopted.  There  is  opposition  to 
the  rule  because  of  a  clash  over  jurisdic¬ 
tion  between  two  very  important  and 
powerful  committees  of  this  House,  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  has  seen  fit  to 
include  in  the  annual  appropriation  bill 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  sev¬ 
eral  sections  which  may  be  considered 
legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill,  and 
therefore  subject  to  points  of  order.  .  I  do 
not  know  that  all  of  these  items  are  con¬ 
troversial,  but  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  feels  that  the  bill  contains  legis¬ 
lation  over  which  it  has  jurisdiction  and 
is  opposed  to  this  rule  waiving  points  of 
order.  The  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  defends  Itself  by  stating  that  these 
are  items  which  relate  to  appropriations 
and  the  allocation  of  funds.  The  com¬ 
mittee  concedes  that  several  sections  of 
the  bill  are  subject  to  points  of  order. 
However,  in  line  with  precedents  estab¬ 
lished  in  previous  years,  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  asked  for  this  rule.  I 
might  state  that  it  has  been  customary  to 
adopt  similar  rules  on  these  annual  agri¬ 
cultural  appropriation  bills,  so  there  is 
nothing  new  in  this  procedure. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  to  discuss  these 
Items  which  are  subject  of  this  contro¬ 
versy.  That  will  be  done  by  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  I  yield  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  might  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  as  the  membership  gen¬ 
erally  knows,  I  served  on  the  Rules  Com¬ 
mittee  for  a  number  of  years  under  the 
chairmanship  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI.  No  one  has  been 
more  conscientious  than  I  have  been  in 
trying  to  protect  the  prerogatives,  the 
responsibilities,  and  the  powers  of  the 
legislative  committees.  However,  as  the 
gentleman  has  pointed  out,  we  very  fre¬ 
quently  found  it  desirable  to  report  from 
the  Rules  Committee,  rules  such  as  this, 
in  order  that  matters  necessary  to  be 
taken  care  of  could  be  taken  care  of.  So 
certainly,  as  the  gentleman  has  said,  this 
proposition  is  nothing  new.  It  follows 
many,  many  precedents  that  have  been 
established.  As  I  understand  it,  on  this 
particular  occasion,  it  undertakes  to 
deal  with  matters  that  are  of  some  con¬ 
sequence,  but  which  are  of  urgency  also. 
Should  it  not  also  be  pointed  out  that  any 
of  these  items  would  be  subject  to 
amendment  to  strike  them  out?  Cer¬ 
tainly  it  could  be  argued,  as  that  point  is 
reached,  the  prerogatives  of  the  legisla¬ 
tive  committee  had  been  invoked,  and 


that  possibly  the  matter  would  be  better 
handled  by  action  by  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittee.  'V^at  I  am  saying  is  that  I  hope 
this  rule  is  adopted  in  order  that  we  may 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  I  appreciate  the 
observations  made  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader.  I  want  to  supplement 
what  he  has  said  by  saying  that  if  the 
rule  is  adopted,  thet  House  is  not  pre¬ 
cluded  from  passing  upon  these  items 
which  are  subject  to  a  point  of  order. 
In  other  words,  if  this  rule  is  adopted, 
the  House  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
vote  on  each  of  the  items  involved  in 
this  controversy.  If  the  rule  is  not 
adopted,  then  these  provisions  will  no 
'doubt  be  stricken  from  the  bill  on  points 
of  order,  in  which  event  the  House  will 
hav  eno  opportunity  to  consider  and  pass 
upon  the  merits  of  these  proposals.  I 
therefore  urge  the  adoption  of  the  rule 
so  that  each  Member  may  have  .the  privi¬ 
lege  of  voting  on  these  items  as  they  are 
presented. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Colorado  has  expired. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  12  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  is  recognized  for  12  minutes. 

MOST  RtTTHLESS  RULE  IN’  40  YEARS  OF  SERVICE 

Mr.  SABATH.  This  rule  which  has 
just  been  presented  by  my  dear  friend 
and  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Col¬ 
orado  [Mr.  CHENOWETH]  is  in  my  belief 
the  most  ruthless  and  rigid,  yes,  the  most 
outrageous,  ever  reported  in  the  40  years 
of  my  service  in  Congress. 

The  bill  which  this  rule  makes  in  or¬ 
der  represents  a  complete  and  tragic  dis¬ 
regard  nf  the  best  Interests  cf  agricul¬ 
ture  and  of  our  country,  a  powerful  and 
Important  segment  of  the  American 
economy  and  American  society.  The  bill 
intentionally  violates  organic  farm  leg¬ 
islation  duly  passed  by  the  Congress. 

The  Republican  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  owing  alle¬ 
giance  to  none  except  the  economic  roy¬ 
alists  who  are  the  masters  of  the  Repub¬ 
lican  party,  have  constituted  themselves 
a  dictatorship,  a  political  and  legislative 
obligarchy  determined  to  rule  or  ruin. 

They  are  presenting  this  vicious  pro¬ 
gram  without  regard  to  right  or  to  logic, 
or  to  the  welfare  of  the  farmers  of  our 
country.  They  are  trying  to  jam  this 
program  through,  without  even  giving 
the  elected  Representatives  of  the  people 
an  opportunity  to  express  an  opinion 
or  to  amend  the  bill. 

WHAT  A  DIFFERENCE! 

Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  brought  In 
rules  which  waived  points  of  order; 
nevertheless  I  have  criticized  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  for  presenting 
legislation  in  appropriation  bills  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  standing  rules  of  the  House. 

But  what  a  difference,  Mr.  Speaker! 

Those  rules,  Mr.  Speaker,  made  in 
order  the  consideration  of  legislation  de¬ 
signed  to  help  American  agriculture,  not 
to  ruin  it.  The  legislation  now  before 
us  will  deprive  the  American  farmer  and"^ 
American  agriculture  of  the  benefits  of 
laws  the  Democrats  passed  in  their 
behalf. 

That  is  the  difference  between  those 
rules  I  presented  and  this  Republican 


gag  rule.  At  a  time  when  farmers  were 
losing  their  farms  by  foreclosure,  and 
those  who  had  not  already  lost  them 
were  facing  ruin  under  the  staggering 
burden  of  6  and  8  percent  interest,  we 
passed  legislation  which  made  it  possi¬ 
ble  for  them  to  survive.  This  bill  would 
destroy  many  of  those  very  laws. 

CITY  WORKERS  PROSPER  WHEN  FARMERS  PROSPER 

Although  I  represent  a  purely  city  dis¬ 
trict,  and  have  for  over  40  years,  I  know 
that  when  the  farmers  are  prosperous 
the  city  workers  are  prosperous.  When 
the  farmer  is  making  a  living  he  buys 
the  tools  for  his  farm  and  the  clothes 
for  his  family  the  city  worker  makes, 
and  he  creates  business  and  jobs  and 
business  is  aided  and  work  is  made  for 
the  laborers. 

Therefore,  I  have  supported  all  pro¬ 
gressive  legislation  to  help  keep  farmers 
prosperous.  This  bill  will  keep  farmers 
poor  and  eliminate  city  Jobs. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the 
things  I  feel  should  be  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  amazed  by 
one  of  the  arguments  made  by  the  distin-' 
guished  majority  leader  in  support  of  the 
rule,  that  if  the  House  votes  for  the  rule- 
we  then  have  the  privilege  of  striking  the 
matter  out  or  moving  to  amend  it.  I 
have  never  heard  that  argument  ad¬ 
vanced  before.  That  means  that  we  are 
permitting  organic  law  to  be  violated  by 
this  report  when  no  emergency  exists  we 
then  put  the  House  in  the  position  where 
the  Members,  who  have  already  passed 
the  organic  law,  try  to  strike  it  out  or  to 
have  to  offer  amendments  to  strike  out 
matter  which  could  then  be  stricken  out 
on  a  point  of  order  because  of  the  bill 
violating  organic  law.  It  is  the  first  time 
I  ever  heard  that  argument  made  on  any 
rule. 

Mr.  SABATH.  The  gentleman,  as  is 
always  the  case,  is  right  when  he  makes 
that  statement. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  For  a  question,  not  for 
a  speech. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  distinguished 
minority  whip  has  referred  to  me,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  in  his  usual 
gracious  manner  has  commended  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  for  be¬ 
ing  right  in  his  observation,  but  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  was  as 
wrong  as  it  is  possible  for  anyone  to  be. 
All  I  said  was,  and  I  ask  him  to  dispute  it 
if  he  sees  fit,  or  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  who  for  many  years  was  chairman 
of  the  Rules  Committee,  that  if  this  rule 
is  adopted,  when  the  bill  is  read,  any 
item  in  here  that  will  be  subject  to  a 
point  of  order  if  this  rule  is  not  adopted 
would  be  subject  to  an  amendment  of¬ 
fered  in  the  committee  to  strike  it  out. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  answer  to 
that  Is  we  have  never  employed  that 
practice.  If  we  do  that,  then  we  are 
making  the  Appropriations  Committee  a 
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super-House.  All  the  Appropriations 
Committee  would  have  to  do  is  to  come 
in  at  any  time  and  report  a  rule  depriv¬ 
ing  the  Members  of  the  opportunity  to 
make  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  make  this  re¬ 
sponse  to  what  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  has  said.  He  recognizes 
by  the  statement  he  made  that  my  state¬ 
ment  is  correct,  that  an  amendment  will 
lie  to  strike  out  the  item  that  otherwise 
would  be  subject  to  a  point  of  order.  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  that  I  have  served  here  under 
his  and  other  people’s  leadership  when 
my  side  was  in  the  minority  and  I  have 
seen  amendments  offered  to  strike  out 
items  that  otherwise  would  have  been 
subject  to  a  point  of  order  except  for  the 
adoption  of  a  rule  in  identical  terms  with 
this  one.  That  is  the  reason  this  is  not 
a  precedent  and  that  is  the  reason  this 
rule  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  would  like  to  make 
this  observation.  I  have  criticized  the 
Appropriations  Committee  for  bringing 
in  legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill 
depriving  the  committees  having  juris¬ 
diction  of  their  rights  and  privileges.  I 
have  criticized  that  practice.  The  dif¬ 
ference  between  those  rules  that  were 
brought  in  when  I  was  chairman  of  the 
Rules  Committee  and  this  rule  is  that 
those  rules  permitted  amendments  to  be 
offered  which  would  help  the  farmers, 
while  this  rule  deprives  the  farmers  of 
their  rights  and  privileges  if  this  bill 
should  pass  and  is  against  their  interest. 

Now  you  are  attempting  to  minimize 
the  harm  that  this  bill  will  do.  With  this 
kind  of  legislation  you  are  going  on 
record  that  you  are  agaihst  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  farmers.  I  have  here  in 
my  hand  a  telegram  from  a  gentleman 
with  whom  I  have  frequently  disagreed, 
when  he  opposed  legislation  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  labor,  or  supported  legislation  de¬ 
signed  to  do  to  organized  labor  what  this 
bill  would  do  to  agricultme. 

This  telegram  comes  to  me  from  Mr. 
Edward  A.  O’Neal,  president  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Farm  Bureau.  Time  will  not  per¬ 
mit  me  to  read  the  telegram  here  on  the 
floor  but  I  am  inserting  it  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks,  and  when  you  read  it 
here  you  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  objections  he  lodges  against 
this  bill  are  logical  and  true,  and  I  am 
sure  you  will  recognize  the  deep  resent¬ 
ment  felt  by  the  Farm  Bureau,  for  this 
legislation  is  condemned  in  the  strongest 
language  they  could  use : 

FARMERS  DEEPLY  SHOCKED 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  25,  1947.  ^ 
Hon.  Adolph  J.  Sabath, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Farmers  deeply  shocked  at  several  recom¬ 
mendations  of  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agricultural  Appropriations.  Our 
organization  offered  sincere  aggressive  sup¬ 
port  for  real  constructive  economy  by  elim¬ 
inating  unnecessary  personnel,  excessive 
expenditures  and  duplication  of  services. 
But  we  asked  committee  not  to  cut  heart 
out  of  farm  program.  Instead  committee 
made  most  of  savings  at  expense  of  farmers 
and  vital  farm  program  and  failed  to  require 
reduction  in  many  badly  overstaffed  agencies. 
Farmers  are  especially  Indignant  over  cut  in 
1947  $300,000,000  AAA  conservation  program 
specifically  approved  by  Congress  last  year 
to  $165,000,000,  thereby  breaking  faith  with 
millions  of  farmers  and  also  complete  elim¬ 


ination  of  program  in  1948.  Reduction  of 
administrative  expenses  to  fifteen  million 
will  make  it  impossible  for  State  and  county 
PMA  offices  to  carry  out  this  program  suc¬ 
cessfully  and  to  handle  commodity  loans 
and  other  price  support  functions  vital  to 
millions  of  farmers.  Farmers  in  every  sec¬ 
tion  are  alarmed  over  complete  elimination 
of  section  32  funds  for  surplus  disposal 
which  Congress  has  approved  as  permanent 
appropriations.  Farmers  also  greatly  con¬ 
cerned  over  failure  to  provide  even  first  year 
allotment  of  research  funds  approved  under 
Hope-Flannagan  Act  which  passed  almost 
unanimously  last  year.  We  favor  strict 
economy  but  strongly  protest  foregoing  ac¬ 
tions  as  false  economy  and  breaking  faith 
with  farmers.  These  vital  programs  were 
adopted  by  bipartisan  votes  in  Congress. 
Millions  of  farmers  are  looking  to  you  to 
rectify  these  injustices  and  keep  faith  with 
farmers  above  party  by  providing  these 
vitally  needed  funds. 

Edw.  a.  O’Neal, 

President,  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation, 

I  have  received,  and  I  know  that  all 
of  you  have  received,  hundreds  of  other 
communications  condemning  this  vicious 
unjustifiable  rule  which  will  repeal  many 
laws  enacted  by  the  Democrats  and  con¬ 
demning  the  cuts  made  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bills.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
seriously  consider  this  effort  to  save  a 
few  dollars  when  the  first  page  of  the 
financial  section  of  the  New  York  Times 
for  Sunday,  May  25,  can  headline  a  lead 
story  in  these  words:  “Industrial  profit 
at  record  level — 942  companies  in  79 
fields  earned  $3,656,933,912  last  year,  34- 
percent  rise  over  1945 — huge  backlogs 
unbroken.” 

GREATEST  ANNUAL  RETURNS 

This  newspaper  article  starts  out  by 
saying: 

Private  enterprise  in  the  United  States  In 
1946,  first  full  year  of  peacetime  activity  since 
the  w^’s  end,  yielded  one  of  the  greatest 
annual  returns  In  the  Nation’s  history. 

The  writer  goes  on  to  discuss  the  dif¬ 
ferent  industrial  groups  and  their  profits. 
Here  is  a  paragraph  which  means  some¬ 
thing  to  the  housewife  and  to  you: 

Consumer-goods  Industries  that  were  able 
to  maintain  a  fairly  high  level  of  produc¬ 
tion  made  the  best  showings.  Percentage 
profit  Increases  of  some  of  these  reporting 
groups  were;  Furniture,  206  percent;  home 
appliances,  98  percent;  food,  43  percent;  bak¬ 
ing  146  percent;  liquor,  120  percent;  meat 
packing,  97  percent;  silk  and  rayon,  178  per¬ 
cent;  cotton,  378  percent;  apparel,  128  per¬ 
cent;  and  tobacco,  46  percent. 


By  industries,  here  are  the  dividends 
reported  for  the  79  fields  studied: 


1946 

1945 

Heavy  metals  and  allied 
(215  companies) . 

$533, 314,  703 

$414,  773, 404 

Chemicals  and  allied  (101 
companies) . 

474, 004,  871 

295, 211,  576 

Automotive,  aviation,  etc. 
(127  companies) . . 

873, 859, 804 

495,  989,  524 

Furniture  and  structural 
(217  companies) . 

444,  822, 609 

809, 896, 374 

Food  and  light  industries 
(229  companies) . 

949, 302,  775 

519, 052, 256 

Grand  total  (942  com¬ 
panies) . 

3, 656, 933, 912 

2, 738, 686, 374 

RETAIL  SALES  UP  AGAIN 

Here  is  another  paragraph  on  divi¬ 
dends  from  the  same  issue  of  the  New 
York  Times: 

Dividend  payments  In  the  first  3  months  of 
1947  were  about  23  percent  higher  than  in 


the  corresponding  period  last  year,  according 
to  United  Business  Service.  Of  661  New  York 
Stock  Exchange  issues  on  which  dividends 
were  paid,  more  than  half  increased  their  pay¬ 
ments  over  the  same  quarter  of  1946,  the 
UBS  reported. 

In  all  the  papers  you  will  find  column 
after  column  in  the  financial  pages  show¬ 
ing  how  companies  are  paying  dividends, 
not  only  current  and  regular  dividends 
but  extra  dividends  and  stock  dividends 
and  even  back  dividends. 

Another  headline  in  the  Times  reads: 
“1946  Retail  Trade  ‘Best  in  History’ — Net 
Profits  122.8  percent  Over  1945  Far  Out¬ 
strip  Other  Years,  Times  Survey  Shows.” 

Here  are  just  a  few  paragraphs  from 
the  story: 

(By  Thomas  F.  Conroy) 

TTiat  1946  was  the  most  favorable  year  in 
the  history  of  retailing  is  fully  borne  out  In 
the  complete  figures  covering  last  year’s  op¬ 
erations  which  now  have  been  issued  by  lead¬ 
ing  retail  organizations. 

Net  profits  far  outstripped  those  of  preced¬ 
ing  year,  rising  122.8  percent  over  1945,  while 
sales  were  32  percent  higher,  according  to  a 
compilation  of  the  annual  reports  of  59  retail 
companies  made  yesterday  by  the  New  York 
Times.  Sales  of  these  concerns  exceeded  $9,- 
466,000,000. 

The  mail  order  and  chain  store  companies 
had  the  largest  gains  in  both  profits  and  sales. 
The  department  stores  were  not  far  behind. 
Specialty  shops  were  more  affected  by  the 
wave  of  apparel  and  fur  mark-downs  which 
featured  the  fall  season  and  their  increases 
were  not  as  large  as  those  of  the  other  two 
classifications. 

Comparative  figures  on  sales  and  profits  of 
the  companies  included  in  the  survey  follow, 
with  the  number  of  companies  indicated  in 
parentheses: 


MAIL  ORDER,  CHAIN  STORES  (22) 


1946 

1945 

Per¬ 

cent 

change 

Sales . 

Net  profit . 

$6,  366, 950,  237 
330, 995, 586 

$4, 781, 269, 486 
148,  591, 093 

-f33.2 

-fl22.8 

DEPARTMENT  STORES  (30) 

Sales . . 

Net  profit . 

$2, 964, 680, 814 
143,  181, 951 

$2,  267, 343, 484 
66,  335, 935 

-f30.8 
-f  115. 8 

SPECIALTY  SHOPS  (7) 

Sales.. . 

Net  profit . 

$135, 014,  305 
7, 313,  737 

$117,  694,  542 
4,  234, 30ff 

-fl4.7 

+72.7 

GRAND  TOTAL  (S9) 

Sales . . . 

$9,  466, 645, 356 

$7, 166, 307,  512 
219, 161,  337 

-)-32.0 
4-119. 7 

Net  profit . 

481, 491,  274 

Lowering  of  Federal  corporation  taxes  from 
their  wartime  peaks  w'as  the  outstanding 
fa«tor  in  the  sharp  rise  in  retail  net  profits. 
In  many  instances  the  reduction  from  the 
previous  year  in  provision  for  Federal  in¬ 
come  taxes  ranged  around  35  percent,  which 
represented  a  heavy  addition  to  net.  Allied 
Stores  Corp.,  the  leading  department-store 
chain,  for  example,  in  1946,  had  $30,903,- 
752  in  profits  before  Federal  income  taxes, 
made  provision  of  $12,525,000  for  such  taxes, 
and  had  a  net  after  taxes  of  $18,378,752.  In 
1945  the  comparative  figures  were  $27,470,401, 
$19,100,000,  and  $8,370,401,  respectively. 

I  have  here  in  my  hand  other  reports 
from  newspapers  which  show  the  un¬ 
precedented  prosperity  of  business  and 
Industry,  of  mining,  of  farming.  Pick 
up  any  daily  newspaper  with  a  financial 
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section,  or  the  Wall  Street  Journal  and 
other  business  and  financial  journals,  or 
the  business  reporting  services  like  Dun 
&  Bradstreet  or  the  National  City  Bank 
News  Letter,  and  the  evidence  strikes 
you  on  every  hand. 

I  am  sure  that  all  of  you  saw  in  the 
papers  last  week  another  story  saying 
that  the  increase  in  retail  business  all 
over  the  country  was  12  percent,  and  not 
just  4  percent  to  11  percent  as  I  stated 
on  the  fioor  before  those  final  estimates 
were  published. 

THREATENS  OUR  GREATEST  CROP  OP  ALL 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  two  additional  minutes. 

I  feel  that  when  the  country  is  pros¬ 
perous  we  should  not  deprive  the  farmers 
of  their  opportunity  of  continuing  to 
contribute  to  the  national  prosperity. 
Therefore  I  feel  strongly  we  should  not 
by  our  act  here  take  away  the  assistance 
provided  by  a  Democratic  Congress  which 
has  enabled  the  farmers  to  become 
prosperous  and  contented  and  self-re¬ 
specting  American  citizens  equal  in  every 
way  to  their  city  brethren,  as  they  always 
were  in  industry  and  good  citizenship. 

I  myself  have  at  all  times  aided  the 
passage  of  beneficial  legislation  which 
has  helped  the  farmer  to  lift  himself  out 
of  his  misery  and  want  and  insecurity 
to  today’s  prosperity. 

But  this  bill  would  repeal  section  32 
of  the  act  of  1935,  and  worst  of  all  by 
reducing 'the  school-lunch  fund,  when 
only  last  year  the  Congress  affirmatively 
passed  the  basic  legislation  for  it,  will 
endanger  our  most  important  of  all  crops, 
our  young  people,  our  boys  and  girls, 
by  taking  away  from  many  of  them  the 
extra  hot  lunches  at  low  cost  provided 
under  the  law. 

When  you  look  back  12  or  14  years,  you 
know  what  the  lot  of  the  poor  farmer 
was.  It  was  the  legislation  that  we 
passed  that  put  them  on  their  feet,  and 
they  have  been  prosperous  ever  since. 
With  this  legislation  you  arrest  their 
efforts  and  you  arrest  the  prosperity  of 
our  Nation. 

Mr.  OWENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  No;  I  cannot  yield,  sir. 
I  am  sorry. 

LOAN  SHARKS  AND  HEARTLESS  BANKERS 

Are  we,  Mr.  Speaker,  going  to  turn  the 
farmers  back  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
loan  sharks  and  the  heartless  bankers? 

Are  we  going  to  restore  the'  bankers’ 
private  tax  of  high  interest,  high  insur¬ 
ance,  high  discounts,  and  precipitate  a 
nev/  flood  of  foreclosures  and  farm  fail¬ 
ures,  and  start  a  new  generation  of  lost 
farmers  on  the  road  to  nowhere? 

If  you  do  not  remember  the  sad  story 
of  1929,  1930,  1931,  1932,  and  1933,  the 
farm  strikes,  the  moratorium  laws,  the 
dumped  milk,  the  forced  auctions  broken 
up  by  outraged  farmers  protecting  their 
own,  go  back  to  the  files  of  the  daily 
papers  of  those  years. 

In  your  own  office  take  down  your  copy 
of  Agricultural  Statistics  and  watch  the 
changing  picture  of  farm  Income,  farm 
prices,  interest,  taxes,  mortgage  debt, 
and  ask  If  you  want  to  turn  the  clock 
back. 


Never  before  in  history  have  farmers 
made  so  much  in  proportion  to  what  they 
have  to  spend.  God  knows  prices  are 
high,  far  too  high,  in  my  opinion;  but 
at  least  the  man  who  toils  with  his  hands, 
who  spends  long  hours  in  the  fields  and 
with  his  herds  and  orchards  is  making  a 
decent  living.  He  has  a  profitable  spread 
between  his  expenses  and  his  income.  He 
is  not  ground  down  by  a  mortgage  on 
which  the  interest  just  keeps  up  with  his 
payments  until  a  crop  failure,  when  he 
loses  everything. 

PENNY-WISE,  POUND-FOOLISH 

This  penny-wise,  pound-foolish  econ¬ 
omy  embodied  in  this  bill  will  just  play 
into  the  hands  of  the  same  Wall  Street 
sharpshooters  who  have  been  hammering 
down  the  prices  of  sound  investment 
stocks  on  the  market. 

They  do  not  care  where  they  make 
their  money  or  who  they  hurt.  One  day 
these  gambling  manipulators  will  be 
selling  stocks  short  to  wipe  out  the  equity 
of  thousands  of  small  investors;  the  next 
day  they  will  be  gambling  with  farm 
products  on  the  commodities  exchanges; 
and  another  day  they  will  be  speculating 
in  farm  lands,  mortgages,  and  bonds,  all 
to  the  detriment  of  the  national  economy 
and  the  best  interests  of  the  country, 
and  bound  to  affect  adversely  the  hard¬ 
working  dirt  farmer,  and  not  only  the 
farmer  but  the  Nation. 

It  can  be  truly  said  of  the  farmers  who 
have  been  used  by  the  Republicans,  and 
have  to  a  great  extent  supported  and  aid¬ 
ed  the  Republican  party,  “They  who  con¬ 
tinue  to  serve  the  devil  well,  with  hell  he 
will  repay.’’ 

VOTE  AGAINST  DRASTIC  RULE 

In  view  of  all  this,  and  more  that  I 
could  say  if  time  but  permitted,  I  feel  it 
is  our  duty  to  vote  down  this  outrageous 
rule  whereby  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  has  assumed  a  legislative  juris¬ 
diction  which  is  not  theirs,  and  is  at¬ 
tempting  not  only  to  deprive  the  appro¬ 
priate  legislative  committees  of  the  right 
and  privilege  and  power  of  bringing  pos¬ 
itive  legislation  to  the  floor  which  is 
properly  theirs,  but  to  repeal  laws  passed 
by  previous  Congresses. 

Any  member  of  the  House  who  votes 
for  this  rule  is  voting  against  the  farm¬ 
ers.  If  any  Member  votes  for  this  bill 
and  ties  his  own  hands,  and  then  later 
tries  to  tell  his  people  he  voted  for 
amendments  to  restore  any  of  the  vicious 
cuts  in  the  Agriculture  Department 
budget,  I  warn  the  people  of  his  district 
right  now  that  he  is  falsifying  his  posi¬ 
tion  to  them. 

This  is  worse  than  a  gag  rule.  It  is 
autocracy  such  as  has  not  been  seen  on 
this  floor  since  the  days  of  Speaker  Joe 
Cannon. 

It  is  legislative  tyranny  of  the  worst 
kind. 

Above  all,  it  is  your  political  suicide. 

For  your  own  interest,  if  you  will  not 
for  the  national  interest,  cast  your  vote 
against  this  drastic  rule. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  articles  and  statistics. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Dli- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  9  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  to 
find  myself  on  this  occasion  in  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  opposition  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader,  the  Rules  Committee, 
and  my  distinguished  friend  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  the  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Agricultural  Appropriations,  but  it  is 
the  same  position  that  I  have  taken  on 
many  previous  occasions,  and  the  only 
position  I  think  any  member  of  a  legis¬ 
lative  committee  of  the  House  can  take 
if  we  are  going  to  maintain  the  integrity 
of  the  legislative  committees. 

It  is  not  necessary,  of  cour-  %  to  adopt 
this  rule  in  order  to  bring  the  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill  before  the  House. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  have  any  rule  to 
bring  that  bill  before  the  House.  If  the 
rule  is  voted  down,  the  only  effect  will  be 
that  the  bill  will  be  subject  to  points  of 
order  against  legislative  provisions  which 
it  contains. 

I  may  say  that  although  I  have  seen 
other  appropriation  bills  brought  into 
the  House  under  a  rule  which  permitted 
legislative  provisions,  I  cannot  recall 
that  I  have  ever  seen  a  bill  which  con¬ 
tained  legislative  provisions  of  the  im¬ 
portance  that  are  contained  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  piece  of  legislation. 

I  am  speaking  now  not  only  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  but  as  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  that  committee  to  appear  and 
speak  for  the  committee  in  opposition  to 
this  rule.  There  are  in  this  bill  at  least 
six  provisions  that  are  pure  legislation. 
Perhaps  there  are  more.  They  are  all 
important  matters  of  legislation,  matters 
that  should  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  and  matters  that 
certainly  deserve  more  consideration 
than  the  Appropriations  Committee 
could  possibly  give  them. 

If  you  will  look  in  the  hearings  you 
will  find  that  these  matters,  although 
they  are  important  legislation,  were  not 
considered  by  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  in  open  hearings.  They  were 
considered  in  executive  sessions.  The 
Congress  is  entitled  to  have  more  infor¬ 
mation  on  these  matters  of  legislation 
than  can  possibly  be  secured  in  the  de¬ 
bate  upon  this  bill.  All  of  these  matters 
are  matters  that  would  require,  if  they 
were  to  be  considered  properly,  hearings 
of  some  extent  and  duration  on  the  part 
of  the  legislative  committees. 

In  one  respect  certainly  this  bill  goes 
further  than  any  other  appropriation 
iDill  has  ever  gone  in  the  way  of  legisla¬ 
tion,  in  that  it  repeals  a  permanent  ap¬ 
propriation.  I  am  referring  now  to  sec¬ 
tion  32  of  the  Triple-A  Act,  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  each  year  there  shall  be  set 
aside  one-third  of  the  customs  revenues 
to  be  used  in  support  of  agriculture  in  the 
way  of  expanding  consumption  at  home 
and  abroad,  in  diverting  agricultural 
products  to  other  uses,  and  in  support¬ 
ing  the  prices  of  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties.  That  is  permanent  legislation.  It 
has  been  on  the  books  for  more  than  10 
years.  Yet  under  this  bill  that  appropri¬ 
ation  is  rescinded  and  the  money  is  di¬ 
rected  to  be  held  in  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  On  the 
item  to  which  the  gentleman  has  re¬ 
ferred,  I  might  state  that  when  that 
was  approved  unanimously  by  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  as  being  one  instrument  that 
might  help  in  dealing  with  surplus  com¬ 
modities,  both  seasonal  surpluses  and 
national  surpluses  of  farm  products.  I 
concur  in  what  the  gentleman  has  said, 
that  this  is  an  item  that  should  receive 
more  consideration. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  for  that  statement.  It 
is  true,  as  he  said,  that  this  act  was  re¬ 
ported  out  unanimously  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  It  has  been  on  the  books  for  more 
than  10  years.  Its  value  has  never  been 
questioned. 

I  do  not  believe  there  has  been  any 
provision  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  or  any  part  of  our  general  agricul¬ 
tural  policy  which  has  been  of  greater  as¬ 
sistance  to  agriculture  during  that  time. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  if  the  money  appropriated 
for  the  purpose  intended  by  the  act  is  not 
used,  then  the  money  goes  back  into  the 
United  States  Treasury,  and  is  thus 
saved  to  the  country? 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  true.  No  one  can 
say  at  this  moment  how  much  of  that 
money  may  be  needed  during  the  com¬ 
ing  year.  If  none  is  needed,  it  all  goes 
back  into  the  Treasury.  All  we  do  if  we 
keep  the  rescission  provision,  in  the  bill 
is  to-make  a  paper  saving  because  if  the 
money  is  not  used  it  goes  back  into  the 
Treasury  in  any  event.  But  no  one 
knows  what  we  may  expect  in  the  way  of 
agricultural  surpluses  in  the  next  year. 
There  may  be  minor  commodities  or 
there  may  be  important  commodities 
with  reference  to  which  it  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  take  action  under  the  provisions 
of  this  legislation. ' 

But  if  we  adopt  the  rule  and  retain  in 
the  bill  this  legislative  provision,  that 
would  be  impossible.  But  I  do  not  want 
to  say  anything  more  about  the  merits  of 
the  matter.  What  I  am  speaking  about 
is  the  legislative  integrity  of  the  House 
because  under  the  law  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  cannot  legislate,  and  the 
legislative  committees  cannot  appro¬ 
priate.  If  we  violate  that  principle  by 
adopting  this  rule,  then  we  are  establish¬ 
ing  a  precedent  which  will  be  cited  in 
the  future  when  further  attempts  are 
made  to  undermine  the  integrity  of  the 
legislative  committees. 

What  we  are  in  effect  doing  is  setting 
up  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  as 
a  great  super  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  which  will  undermine  the 
authority,  activity,  and  importance  of  the 
legislative  committees. 

When  I  say  this  I  am  speaking  not  only 
for  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  but  for 
every  legislative  committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  want 
to  comment  on  the  remarks  made  by  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Sabath]  and  also  on  what  the  mi¬ 


nority  whip  had  to  say.  When  they  were 
in  control  of  the  House  they  brought  in 
similar  gag  rules  which  waived  all  points 
of  order.  Our  committee  tried  to  perfect 
legislation  so  such  procedure  could  be 
avoided.  We  did  pass  legislation  which 
is  now  law  so  that  the  practice  followed 
by  our  side  in  this  respect  does  not  differ 
at  all  from  that  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  did  when  he  was 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  position  taken  by  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  is  the  position 
which  has  always  been  taken  by  that 
committee  when  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  on  previous  occasions  has 
brought  in  a  bill  containing  legislative 
provisions.  I  think  I  may  say  with  all 
deference  to  this  particular  subcommit¬ 
tee  that  no  subcommittee  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  has  brought  in 
more  bills  which  contained  legislative 
provisions.  It  seems  to  be  a  habit  with 
that  committee,  a  habit  which  I  thought 
we  had  put  an  end  to  a  few  years  ago 
when  we  had  a  show-down  on  that  prop¬ 
osition  and  the  Committee  on  Rules 
finally  refused  an  application  for  a  rule. 

.  Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  my 
colleague. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Does  the  gentleman 
feel  that  if  this  practice  continues  there 
will  be  no  need  to  have  a  Committee  on 
Agriculture  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives? 

Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  no  question  at  all 
but  what  every  time  we  adopt  a  rule  of 
this  kind  we  undermine  all  the  legislative 
committees  and  take  a  step  toward  mak¬ 
ing  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  a 
big  super  committee. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Clark],  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
pending  proposal  is  detrimental  to  sound 
and  desirable  agricultural  legislation 
could  have  no  finer  witness  than  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat.  I  am  not  able  to  go  back  40 
years,  as  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  has  done,  but  I  can 
go  back  far  enough  in  service  on  the 
Rules  Committee  to  state  just  a  little 
about  the  background  of  this  situation. 

In  the  course  of  the  recovery  program, 
sometimes  referred  to  as  the  New  Deal, 
various  and  sundry  agricultural  pro¬ 
grams  were  established  for  which  there 
was  no  specific  authority  in  law.  I  might 
mention  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  or  I  might  mention  the 
school  lunches  or  I  might  mention  some 
69  other  important  items. 

As  we  went  along  the  Appropriations 
Committee  would  come  from  time  to  time 
before  the  Rules  Committee  and  ask  us 
for  a  rule  waiving  points  of  order  on 
agricultural  bills  because  of  the  absence 
of  any  legislation  specifically  establish¬ 
ing  those  programs.  We  worked  along 
with  that  from  year  to  year,  and  at  the 
same  time  we  kept  threatening  to  give 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  a  legisla¬ 
tive  spanking  if  they  did  not  get  busy  and 
supply  the  necessary  legislation,  which 
was  complained  about  continuously  by 
the  minority  party  in  those  years.  I 


think  some  of  the  distinguished  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  were 
before  us  when  we  talked  this  over. 
Then,  finally,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  has  said,  we  served 
somewhat  of  an  ultimatum  and  told 
them  they  would  have  to  get  legislation 
or  we  would  quit  granting  rules  waiving 
points  of  order.  We  did  get  legislation 
establishing  some  71  of  these  programs, 
and  that  fixed  the  policy  of  the  Congress 
on  this  question.  Now  we  are  proposing 
to  give  them  a  legislative  spanking  be¬ 
cause  they  have  done  what  we  threat¬ 
ened  to  spank  them  for  not  doing.  You 
are  not  only  headed  ^or  a  procedure  that 
is  detrimental  to  agriculture  if  you  adopt 
this  rule — and  the  only  reason  I  am 
speaking  is  to  get  my  voice  in  the  Record 
against  it — but  you  are  heading  into  leg¬ 
islative  chaos  and  you  are  simply  vesting 
ing  in  the  Subcommittee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  for  Agriculture,  down  in  a  little 
closed  room  somewhere,  the  power  to  de¬ 
termine  the  agricultural  policy  of  this 
Congress,  insofar  as  a  committee  may  do 
so,  without  the  people  who  are  interested 
having  any  opportunity  at  all  to  be  heard 
and  present  their  case. 

There  is  a  great  stack  of  telegrams  on 
my  desk  that  have  a  very  vital  ring.  If 
I  were  to  look  over  on  the  majority  side, 
I  would  be  disposed  to  say  a  dangerous 
ring.  I  had  to  wire  them  back  that,  if 
the  procedure  was  adopted,  the  policy  of 
this  Congress  with  regard  to  agriculture 
would  have  been  changed  in  many  vital 
respects,  without  the  people  who  are 
most  directly  concerned  having  any  op¬ 
portunity  whatever  to  present  their 
views.  If  that  is  what  you  want  to  do, 
this  is  the  way  to  do  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Clark] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  I 
am  a  Democrat,  I  doubt  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  majority  body  are  going  to  be 
governed  by  what  I  say  when  I  speak 
against  this  rule.  I  would  like  to  call 
attention,  however,  to  the  fact  that  the 
issue  is  whether  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  who 
is  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations,  is  to  write  the  agricul¬ 
tural  policy  of  the  Republican  Party. 
I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
will  tell  you  he  has  never  been  in  favor 
of  section  32.  Section  32  funds  are 
repealed  under  this  act.  Time  after 
time  in  this  committee  it  has  been 
brought  up,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  agree 
with  this,  that  he  felt  that  provision 
should  not  be  made  for  carrying  on 
those  activities  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  under  section  32 ,  but  that 
appropriations  should  be  made  annually 
by  the  Appropriations  Committee.  Of 
course,  that  would  come  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  and  control  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois  and  would  per* 
mit  him  to  largely  control  the  agricul¬ 
tural  policy  of  his  party  and  therefore  Of 
the  Congress. 

Last  year  we  had  a  bill  passed  In  this 
Congress  which  became  law,  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  control  of  Government  cor¬ 
porations.  The  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
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poration  Is  one  of  those  corporations, 
and  it  went  to  the  committee  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr, 
Jensen].  But  this  year  we  find  that  our 
good  friend — and  he  is  very  persuasive 
and  a  fine  fellow — we  find  that  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  has  gone  to  the  chairman  of  the 
whole  committee  and  taken  over  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation,  one  of  the 
corporations  that  would  go  ordinarily 
and  did  last  year  to  the  other  committee. 
We  find  that  this  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  has  also  taken  over  half  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration,  which-  also  be¬ 
longed  to  the  comnjittee  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen].  I  say  to 
you  that  if  this  committee  this  year  is 
permitted — and  I  am  a  member  of  that 
committee — if  they  are  permitted  to 
repeal  section  32  of  this  law  for  1  year 
that  in  effect  it  is  repealed  and  it  is  gone. 
This  committee  takes  unto  itself  the 
power  to  stop  the  flow  of  those  funds, 
money  that  is  set  aside  under  the  basic 
law  to  the  credit  of  agriculture.  If  you 
are  not  going  to  be  permitted  to  use  it 
as  it  was  recommended  by  the  budget, 
let  us  transfer  those  funds  to  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  for  its  use  in 
carrying  out  this  program  so  that  the 
American  farmer  will  receive  the  credit 
for  this  money  which  under  the  basic  law 
is  set  aside  to  help  him  through  his  prob¬ 
lems  and  to  offset  the  disadvantages  of 
bringing  agricultural  products  into  this 
country  in  competition  with,  his  own. 
I  made  the  motion  in  the  committee  but 
was  overridden.  And  there  again  they 
turned  down  my  efforts  to  retain  those 
funds  .which  have  meant  more  to  agri¬ 
culture  than  perhaps  any  other  piece  of 
agricultural  legislation. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr, 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  My  col¬ 
league  on  the  Subcommittee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  for  Agriculture  well  knows  that 
I  was  with  him  in  opposing  asking  for  a 
rule  upon  this  particular  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  two  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  true.  The 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  and  other 
members  of  the  subcommittee  opposed 
the  granting  of  the  rule.  It  is  true  that 
in  times  past  we  have  had  rules  on  bills 
containing  agricultural  legislation  from 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  but  I  wish 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
each  of  those  cases  we  had  no  legislation 
for  the  Farm  Security  Administration, 
we  had  no  legislation  for  the  school- 
lunch  program,  and  in  practically  every 
instance — and,  in  fact,  in  every  instance 
I  recall — the ‘chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  was  joined  by  the  chairnian  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  in  asking  and 
in  obtaining  a  rule  to  bring  into  this 
Congress  legislation  under  which  this 
matter  could  be  considered. 

But  I  say  to  you  that  this  bill  will  re¬ 
flect  that  there  is  a  tremendous  difference 
between  the  attitude  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois  and  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope]  as  to  what  is  for  the  best  interests 


of  agriculture;  and  I  will  say  that  if  this 
rule  is  adopted,  then  you  are  forsaking 
the  ordinary  legislative  processes  and 
saying  that  the  chairman  of  this  sub¬ 
committee  shall  fix  the  policy  of  the  Re¬ 
publican  Party  with  reference  to  agricul¬ 
ture.  This  bill  reflects  that  attitude  here 
today  because  certainly  I  know  that  the 
members  of  the  Agriculture  Legislative 
Committee  would  never  bring  into  this 
Congress  a  bill  to  repeal  section  32  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  If  you 
will  study  the  uses  of  those  funds  for  the 
last  10  years,  you  will  see  that  in  the  case 
of  wheat,  in  the  period  around  1937,  when 
the  granaries  of  this  country  were  so 
filled  with  surplus  wheat  that  the  farmers 
could  not  even  store  the  wheat  they  gath¬ 
ered,  this  is  the  fund  that  bailed  them 
out.  This  is  the,  fund  that  bailed  out 
the  poultry  producers  and  the  producers 
of  walnuts  and  raisins,  the  producers  of 
various  other  crops  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try,  including  cotton  from  my  own  area. 
Now,  to  adopt  this  rule  means  that  you 
are  permitting  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  to  write  the  party 
ticket  of  the  Republican  Party — a  ticket 
that  says  you  are  repealing  that  act  and 
taking  away  those  funds — and  I  say  that 
is  not  in  accord  with  the  desires  of  the 
majority  of  you  men  on  that  side  of  the 
aisle. 

If  you  defeat  this  rule,  you  defeat  the 
efforts  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  to 
repeal  section  32  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act,  yet  if  you  adopt  the  rule, 
you  cannot  be  heard  to  say  that  you  did 
not  make  it  possible  for  section  32  to  be 
repealed.  You  will  have  contributed  to 
the  destruction  of  one  of  the  greatest 
provisions  in  the  law  for  handling  surplus 
agricultural  products — a  provision  which 
has  saved  the  wheat  farmers,  the  poul¬ 
try  growers,  other  grain  producers,  and 
cotton  farmers.  The  responsibility  for 
destroying  that  great  program  will  rest 
on  those  of  you  who  approve  this  rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  balance  of  my  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  is  recognized  for  6  min¬ 
utes. 

(Mr.  McCCjRMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
is  my  understanding— and  if  my  under¬ 
standing  is  incorrect  I  wish  to  be  cor¬ 
rected — the  Committee  on  Agricultirre 
are  unanimously  opposed  to  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  rule.  "ITiat  action  was  taken 
at  a  meeting  either  this  morning  or  yes¬ 
terday.  In  view  of  that  fact  it  seems 
rather  strange  that  we  witness  what  is 
attempted  in  this  appropriation  bill. 
The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Hope],  one  of  the  most  respected 
Members  of  the  House,  whether  he  is  a 
member  of  the  majority  party  or  the 
minority  party,  and  he  demands  the  re¬ 
spect  of  us  on  our  side,  should  be  the 
spokesman  of  his  party  in  this  branch 
on  matters  concerning  agriculture. 

I  think  the  Record  should  show  that 
anyone  who  votes  for  this  rule  is  voting 


against  the  interests  of  the  farmer  and 
later  if  they  vote  for  the  rule  and  then 
try  to  tell  the  farmers  of  their  district, 
“Why,  I  voted  for  amendments  to  in¬ 
crease  the  appropriation,”  they  are  en¬ 
gaging  in  what  might  properly  be  termed 
“political  hypocrisy.” 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  have 
served  on  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
for  more  than  20  years.  In  all  those 
years  in  dealing  with  agricultural  prob¬ 
lems  we  have  not  engaged  in  partisan 
politics.  I  do  not  like  to  see  the  gentle¬ 
man  trying  to  inject  partisan  politics 
into  this  issue. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  . 
is  entirely  mistaken  because  I  am  fol¬ 
lowing  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Agricujture,  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope],  who  is  a  Republi¬ 
can;  so  there  is  no  partisan  politics  in 
my  position.  The  gentleman,  of  course, 
is  a  very  adroit  politician  himself  and 
he  has  the  very  pleasant  habit  of  trying 
to  accuse  others  of  motives  which  they 
do  not  entertain. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur¬ 
ther? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Is  the  gentleman 
for  the  rule? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  No. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Then  I  am  for 
the  gentleman.  And  so  the  gentleman 
is  with  me.  He  is  playing  politics  at  that 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Let  me  go  ahead. 

I  only  have  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Halleck]  tried  to  justify  a 
vote  for  the  rule  by  saying,  “You  can 
amend  later  on.”  But  you  are  tying 
your  hands.  A  lot  of  these  provisions 
can  be  stricken  out  on  a  point  of  order 
and  these  are  provisions  in  the  bill  that 
change  the  organic  law,  that  came  out 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  passed 
this  branch  and  the  other  branch,  amd 
became  law.  The  distinction  between 
the  rules  of  the  past  waiving  points  of 
order  and  this  one  is  that  invariably  in 
the  past  it  was  where  the  Appropriations 
Committee  made  an  appropriation  for 
some  activity  for  which  there  was  no 
authority  in  law.  This  is  a  rule  repeal¬ 
ing  in  whole  or  in  part  existing  law  or 
parts  of  existing  organic  law.  There  is 
a  marked  difference  between  the  rules 
reported  out  in  the  past  making  in  order 
an  activity  in  an  appropriation  bill  for 
which  there  was  no  authority.  This 
type  of  rule  repeals  in  part  or  in  whole 
some  of  the  important  provisions  relat¬ 
ing ‘to  agriculture. 

Let  me  show  you  how  far  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  went  in  its  attempt 
to  do  a  job  and  there  is  no  question  but 
what  there  is  a  job  being  done  on  agri¬ 
culture  in  this  bill.  I  call  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
provision,  which  concerns  cities  too, 
reading: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
of  June  4,  1946,  $45,000,000. 


1947 
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They  cut  it  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,- 
000,000.  But  what  did  they  do  further? 
Did  they  stop  there?  No. 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shali  be  used  for  matching  funds  from 
sources  within  the  States  derived  from  the 
sale  of  lunches. 

In  other  words,  whoever  in  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  conceived  that 
and  whoever  voted  for  it  not  only  had  in 
mind  a  sharp  reduction  in  the  school- 
lunch  program  but  they  went  further 
and  they  did  a  job  on  the  school-lunch 
program  because  the  little  amount  paid 
for  school  lunches  has  been  used  in  the 
past  as  a  part  of  the  State’s  fund,  and 
the  organic  act  permits  it  to  be  used  in 
that  way,  and  that  is  matching  the  Fed¬ 
eral  fund. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  May  I  point  out  the 
legislative  features  of  this  appropriation 
bill  deprive  agriculture  of  about  $183,- 
Q00,000  without  giving  the  Legislative 
Committee  of  the  House  any  opportunity 
at  all  to  even  discuss  the  matter  with 
farm  leaders  and  farm  ofiBcials  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  very  impor¬ 
tant  matter  when  legislation  of  this  kind 
can  be  brought  in  on  an  appropriation 
bill  and  the  farmers  of  this  country  de¬ 
prived  of  a  substantial  sum  of  money  to 
the  tune  of  $183,000,000. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  it  produces 
great  harm  to  the  conservation  program, 
to  the  price-control-support  program,  to 
the  veterans’  program,  to  the  small  farm¬ 
ers,  to  the  lunch-school  program,  as  well 
as  other  activities. 

I  might  make  this  brief  observation. 
It  is  rather  interesting  that  every  time 
I  take  the  floor  I  am  accused  of  politics, 
and  when  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Halleck]  takes  the  floor  he  is  not 
accused  of  it.  I  am  not  accusing  him  of 
playing  politics.  He  is  doing  his  job,  and 
I  respect  him,  and  I  do  not  accuse  the 
gentleman  of  engaging  in  politics  in  try¬ 
ing  to  have  the  rule  adopted,  but  any 
time  one  of  the  Democratic  leadership 
takes  the  floor — and  you  better  stop  it 
in  the  future — they  are  accused  of  en¬ 
gaging  in  politics.  That  could  work  both 
ways.  We  do  not  accuse  the  Republi¬ 
can  leaders  of  it,  and  when  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  taking  the  position  he  is  taking 
he  is  only  doing  his  job,  and  I  admire  him 
for  it,  although  if  I  could  look  into  his 
mind  and  read  his  thoughts,  he  is  dis¬ 
gusted  with  the  action  taken  by  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  in  reporting  this  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  has  expired. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr. Halleck]. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  has  indicated  that  he  can  look  into 
my  mind  and  determine  what  is  going  on 
'with  respect  to  this  matter.  I  do  not 
have  to  look  into  his  mind  or  the  mind 
of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Sabath],  or  some  of  the  others  who  have 
spoken  over  there,  to  see  what  is  going  on 
in  their  minds. 


Now,  they  cannot  distinguish  this  rule 
in  any  real  particular  froni  rule  after  rule 
that  they  brought  out  here  and  asked  us 
to  support  and  which  many  of  us  did 
support.  The  thing  that  disturbs  them 
is  that  the  items  in  this  bill  that  might 
be  subject  to  a  point  of  order  are  going 
to  save  the  Government  and  the  tax¬ 
payers  some  money,  and  that  is  just  com¬ 
pletely  abhorrent  to  them.  Why,  they 
cannot  be  for  economy  in  Government. 
They  cannot  be  for  saving  the  taxpayers 
any  money,  so  they  adopt  this  position  of 
opposition  to  this  rule,  not  because  of 
any  great  solicitude  for  those  of  us  on 
this  side,  but  because  they  are  just  fol¬ 
lowing  the  old  pattern  that  has  been  in 
evidence  here  every  day  since  we  first 
met  last  January  3,  which  is  one  of  stub¬ 
born  opposition  to  every  move  we  make 
to  try  to  cut  the  cost  of  Government. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  devil 
can  cite  Scripture  to  his  purpose.  It  is  so 
very  obvious  that  the  discussion  here  in¬ 
dicates  that  those  who  oppose  the  rule 
are  more  interested  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  bill  than  in  the  technicalities  of 
committee  jurisdiction. 

Now,  let  me  make  it  abundantly  clear 
what  is  involved  here  today.  This  rule 
is  worth  $183,000,000.  Many  rules  cannot 
be  interpreted  in  terms  of  money.  This 
one  can.  The  action  by  the  Committee 
in  rescinding  what  is  known  as  so-called 
section  32  funds,  which  consist  of  30  per¬ 
cent  of  customs  receipts  which  are  per¬ 
manently  appropriated,  will  be  stricken 
from  this  bill  on  a  point  of  order  if  the 
rule  is  not  granted,  and  the  $383,000,000 
saving  that  the  committee  labored  to 
bring  in  here  will  be  reduced  from  $383,- 
000,000  to  $235,000,000.  That  is  involved 
in  this  rule.  We  had  the  benefit  of  the 
testimony.  The  discussion  you  hear  here 
today  is  predicated  not  upon  testimony 
but  rather  upon  a  technical  consideration 
or  a  political  consideration.  This  com¬ 
mittee  has  taken  testimony  for  7  weeks. 
We  had  411  witnesses  before  the  subcom¬ 
mittee.  It  has  taken  us  3  months  to  bring 
this  bill  here.  We  have  taken  very  ad¬ 
vised  action  in  the  matter. 

After  battling  through  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  the  full  committee,  and  the  Rules 
Committee,  and  supporting  the  rule  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  if  we  now  cannot 
have  a  rule  then  take  $183,000,000  of 
economy  out  of  this  bill.  On  the  20th 
of  February  you  all  voted  on  the  legisla¬ 
tive  budget.  The  vote  was  229  to  174. 
To  the  call  of  the  roll  your  voice  intoned 
that  you  were  in  favor  of  trying  to  achieve 
a  $6,000,000,000  economy.  We  bring  in 
here  a  bill  in  support  of  .that  thesis.  Are 
you  going  to  cripple  our  efforts  now  on 
a  technicality? 

It  is  said  that  this  is  a  departure 
from  custom.  I  do  not  see  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  on  the  floor  just  now, 
who  was  at  one  time  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  which 
I  am  now  the  chairman.  Year  after  year 
I  went  to  the  Rules  Committee  with  him. 
I  stood  at  his  right  hand  and  helped 
him  ask  for  a  rule  to  protect  the  bill, 
and  no  one  will  deny  it.  Here  today  we 
are  nlarshalling  the  facts  and  marshal¬ 
ling  the  record.  There  is  no  departure 
here.  We  have  gone  through  this  sort 


of  business  in  other  years.  Always  I  have 
stood  with  your  chairman  asking  to  get 
a  rule,  even  though  it  was  being  fussed 
over  on  this  side,  because  there  was  little 
of  partisanship  and  politics  in  the  sub¬ 
committee  on  Agricultural  appropria¬ 
tions, 

I  served  on  the  Reorganization  Com¬ 
mittee  with  the  gentleman  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Monroney],  who  did  a 
marvelous  job;  and  how  long  we  battled 
on  this  thing— 18  months — and  then 
brought  in  a  bill  with  a  bridge  title  and 
a  retirement  title  and  a  pay  Increase. 
We  had  a  provision  in  there  to  take  all 
legislative  matters  out  of  appropriations. 
You  could  not  even  report  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill  with  a  legislative  matter  in 
it.  What  happened?  We  sat  down  with 
the  leadership  not  only  on  our  side  but 
on  your  side  as  well,  and  we  took  it  out, 
so  that  it  applies  today  to  the  Senate 
but  not  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 
You  approved  that  bill  with  that  item 
stricken.  Will  you  stand  here  now,  de¬ 
part  from  the  record,  and  give  us  that 
kind  of  opposition? 

I  sometimes  wonder  why  a  Member 
of  the  House  who  is  in  his  right  mind 
will  take  service  on  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  eat  his  heart  out  month 
after  month  to  scare  up  a  few  dollars  for 
the  American  taxpayers,  and  then  be  so 
constantly  challenged  by  technicalities 
upon  the  floor.  If  you  want  to  throw 
that  $183,000,000  out  the  window,  all 
right.  You  have  as  many  prerogatives, 
as  many  privileges,  as  much  power,  and 
as  many  rights  here  as  I  have.  But  it 
will  be  noted  on  the  record  whether  you 
will  escape  or  not  under  these  circum¬ 
stances  if  you  take  $183,000,000  out  of 
this  bill. 

You  are  not  foreclosed  in  your  rights. 
You  can  strike  out  the  rescission  provi¬ 
sion  on  section  32  when  the  bill  Is  read 
for  amendment.  If  you  do  not  like 
what  we  did  on  meat  inspection  when 
we  are  trying  to  put  the  inspection  fee 
upon  the  packers  and  save  $6,000,000  for 
the  Treasury  this  year  and  another 
$5,000,000  next  year,  you  can  move  to 
strike  it  out.  If  you  do  not  like  what 
we  have  done  with  REA  in  sending  them 
directly  to  the  Treasury  instead  of  cir¬ 
cuitously  through  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  without  changing 
their  interest  rate  or  their  prerogatives 
or  their  priorities  or  anything  else,  you 
are  free  to  strike  it  out  by  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  the  floor.  There  is  not  an  item 
covered  in  this  rule  that  you  cannot 
strike  out.  But  you  see,  you  test  it  on 
its  merits.  It  is  not  the  arbitrary  fact 
that  you  can  stand  and  say,  “Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  make  a  point  of  order,’’  and  then 
suddenly,  without  testing  the  merits  of 
the  provision,  throw  it  out  the  window. 
Is  that  the  way  you  are  going  to  dispose 
of  the  $183,000,000  of  economy  involved? 

This  committee  does  not  try  to  usurp 
the  prerogatives  of  any  other  committee. 
But  try  to  write  an  agriculture  appro¬ 
priation  bill  with  a  thousand  and  one  dif¬ 
ferent  provisions  in  it  and  try  to  squeeze 
out  of  it  a  little  economy,  and  see  the 
diflQculties  that  you  run  into.  It  is  a  reg¬ 
ular  wilderness  of  technicality.  You 
have  to  be  so  serpentine  and  sinuous  in 
your  tread  in  order  finally  to  get  a  bill 
ihat  will  stand  up  and  effect  a  little  econ- 
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omy  and  avoid,  insofar  as  it  can,  legisla¬ 
tive  provisions. 

There  is  not  a  single  legislative  provi¬ 
sion  in  this  bill  that  is  not  coupled  with 
an  economy. 

Meat  inspection — there  is  an  economy 
of  $6,140,000. 

Section  32 — the  economy  is  $148,- 

000,000. 

If  we  did  not  do  it,  that  $148,000,000 
would  be  a  loose  roving  amount  of  money 
that  would  not  find  its  way  back  into  the 
Treasury  until  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
1948,  which  is  a  year  from  next  June. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  we  could  allocate  $148,000,000 
of  AAA  funds  to  take  care  of  this  par¬ 
ticular  section  32  fund? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  shall  point  that  out. 

Mr.  Speaker,  were  we  so  profane  in  this 
matter?  The  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  is  of  the  opposite  political 
persuasion,  took  $100,000,000  out  of  sec¬ 
tion  32  and  put  it  into  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act,  which  meant  the  con¬ 
servation-payment  fund.  The  President 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  did  that. 
Perhaps  it  was  subject  to  a  point  of  order, 
but  when  we  go  to  the  merits  of  the  mat¬ 
ter,  have  we  then  been  so  profane? 

With  respect  to  the  other  $48,000,000, 
it  was  a  pretty  nebulous  case,  as  I  shall 
seek  to  point  out  in  the  general  discus¬ 
sion,  and  I  shall  cite  you  line  and  page 
of  the  scripture  to  prove  it,  instead  of 
drawing  it  out  of  thin  air  with  some  kind 
of  speculation  or  some  kind  of  con¬ 
jecture. 

Then  there  is  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration.  We  were  quite  gener¬ 
ous  with  that,  I  thought. 

Here,  at  the  instance  of  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  officials 
and  with  the  approval  of  the  Budget  Di¬ 
vision  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
the  language  in  the  bill  was  submitted. 
They  said  instead  of  borrowing  by  first 
going  through  the  Administrator  and  the 
Secretary  and  then  the  RPC  and  then 
the  Treasury  Department,  why  not  go 
directly  to  the  Treasury.  It  does  not 
prejudice  them  in  their  operations  what¬ 
soever.  It  will  save  three-quarters  of  1 
percent  because  that  is  what  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  takes  out. 

Then,  for  its  administrative  work  it 
puts  people  on  the  pay  roll.  It  is  coupled 
then  with  the  saving  of  $25,000,000  in 
cash  and  it  then  makes  inoperative  the 
85-percent  collateral  provision  under 
which  they  operated  and  it  does  them 
good  rather  than  harm  because  it  facili¬ 
tates  and  expedites  their  operations. 
There  can  be  no  quarrel  about  it. 

Gentlemen,  are  we  going  to  test  these 
things  on  their  merits  or  are  we  going 
to  throw  them  out  the  window?  There 
is  ample  precedent  for  what  we  do  to¬ 
day — abundant  precedent,  if  you  please. 
And  not  a  single  Member  of  this  House 
is  foreclosed  when  we  are  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  from  his  opportunity  to 
say,  “Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  strike  out  the  rescission  title  of 
section  32  funds.”  And  that  amendment 
will  be  in  order.  Not  a  single  member 
Is  foreclosed  in  his  opportunity  to  say, 


“Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment 
to  strike  out  the  provision  on  meat  in¬ 
spection.”  And  that  amendment  will  be 
in  order.  No  Member  is  foreclosed  in 
his  right  to  say,  “Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  provision  on  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration.”  And  it  will 
be  in  order.  Or  to  say,  “Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  proviso  on  AAA 
funds.”  And  it  will  be  in  order.  In 
every  case  we  will  test  the-whole  contro¬ 
versy  on  its  every  merit  instead  of  just 
throwing  it  out  the  window  on  a  tech¬ 
nicality.  So,  I  say  to  you,  after  3  months 
of  endeavor  we  would  like  to  have  this 
rule.  I  appeared  before  the  Committee 
on  Rules  yesterday  morning.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope!  was 
there.  He  opposed  the  rule.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Cooley]  was  there.  He.  opposed  the 
rule.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Zimmerman]  was  there.  He  op¬ 
posed  the  rule.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Pace]  was  there.  He  op¬ 
posed  the  rule.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon],  former  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  was  there.  He  opposed  the  rule. 
I  sought  in  my  humble  and  feeble  way 
to  say,  “Give  us  an  opportunity  to  bring 
this  matter  to  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
let  the  Members  of  the  Congress  work 
their  will  on  these  provisions.  Let  us 
not  be  diverted  by  some  question  of  leg¬ 
islative  or  technical  jurisdiction.”  Now, 
that  is  the  whole  question  that  is  in¬ 
volved  here. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  seems 
to  regard  this  matter  as  a  mere  tech¬ 
nicality,  of  very  slight  importance.  I 
know  the  gentleman  is  usually  very 
frank.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  will 
not  confess  to  the  House  that  this  is  a 
bold  invasion  of  the  prerogatives  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  of 
which  the  chairman  is  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope], 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Well,  let  us  see  what  a 
bold  invasion  this  is.  When  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  was 
the  chairman  of  this  committee,  after 
years  of  urging  on  my  part,  we  changed 
the  character  of  soil-conservation  pay¬ 
ments  so  as  to  make  them  conservation 
and  use  payments  instead  of  subsidies. 
We  did  that  in  an  appropriation  bill. 
I  went  up  there  with  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  and  helped 
get  a  rule  on  it.  I  went  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]  to  the  Rules  Committee  to  get 
a  rule  to  cover  an  amendment  on  agri¬ 
cultural  credit  as  it  related  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Credit  Corporation.  We  had  to 
draw  language  in  such  involved  fashion 
that  hardly  a  Philadelphia  lawyer  could 
understand  it,  but  it  was  still  subject  to 
a  point  of  order.  Just  like  Herminius 
stood  at  Horatius’  right  arm  at  the  bridge 
on  the  Tiber,  I  stood  there  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon],  and, 
said,  “Give  us  a  rule,”  and  I  have  been  do¬ 
ing  it  for  10  years. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  right  there? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  1  yield. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  So  the  gentleman  Is 
consistent  in  his  policy  and  his  conten¬ 
tion  that  the  integrity  of  the  legislative 
committees  should  not  be  so  carefully 
guarded? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No,  no.  Let  me  com¬ 
ment  on  that.  That  is  not  what  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  in  mind.  I 
say  to  you,  out  of  a  humble  heart,  if 
you  could  serve  for  1  or  2  years  on  an 
appropriation  committee  and  see  what 
laliyrinthian  wilderness  of  restrictions  we 
operate  under,  that  taxes  the  facility  of 
the  General  Accounting  OfQce  to  the 
point  where  the  Comptroller  General  is 
fairly  beside  himself  and  says,  “For 
God’s  sake,  let  us  get  some  relief  from 
this  great  labyrinthian  bureaucracy  with 
all  of  its  fiscal  restrictions” — if  you  have 
1  year  of  experience  your  heart  would 
be  filled  to  overflowing  with  sympathy 
for  the  43  members  who  go  through  that 
labor  year  after  year. 

T  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Did  not  the  gentleman 
yesterday  state  to  the  Rules  Committee 
that  being  chairman  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Agricultural  Appropriations  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  the  gentleman  and 
his  committee  to  write  an  appropriation 
bill  without  inveighing  the  prerogatives 
of  the  legislative  committees  and  writ¬ 
ing  legislation  on  appropriation  bills? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Oh,  no;  it  is  not  quite 
what  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  said. 
What  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  said  to 
the  Rules  Committee  was  that  it  is  pretty 
difficult  and  sometimes  an  almost  impos¬ 
sible  thing  to  prepare  an  appropriation 
bill  and  achieve  the  kind  of  economies 
that  we  effected  and  not  drift  over  a  little 
bit  into  this  field  of  legislative  jurisdic¬ 
tion.  There  is  not  a  chairman  of  the 
Appropriation  Subcommittees  who  will 
not  bear  me  out  in  the  difficulties  under 
which  we  labor. 

So,  in  the  best  of  grace,  let  us  test  this 
thing  out  on  its  merits,  approve  this  rule, 
and  let  us  see  whether  or  not  this  House 
wants  to  initiate  a  saving  of  $183,000,000 
that  is  involved  in  this  rule  today.  It  is 
your  question  to  decide. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cooley)  there 
were — ayes  130,  noes  103. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 


were — yeas 

189,  nays 

170,  answered 

“present”  2, 

not  voting  68,  as  follows: 
[Roll  No.  65] 

YEAS— 189 

Allen.  Calif. 

Boggs,  Del. 

'Carson 

Anderson,  Calif.  Bolton 

Case,  N.  J. 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Bradley 

Chadwick 

Angell 

Brehm 

Chenoweth 

Arends 

Brophy 

Chiperfield 

Arnold 

Brown.  Ohio 

Church 

Bakewell 

Buck 

Clason 

Banta 

Buffett 

Clevenger 

Bates,  Mass. 

Burke 

Clipplnger 

Beall 

Busbey 

Coffin 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Butler 

Cole,  Kans, 

Bishop 

Byrnes,  Wls. 

Cole,  Mo. 

Blackney 

Canfield 

Cole,  N.  T. 
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Corbett 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Rees 

Coudert 

Jennings 

Reeves 

Crawford 

Jensen 

Rich 

Crow 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Rlehlman 

Cunningham 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Rlzley 

Dague 

Jones,  Ohio 

Robsion 

Davis,  Wis. 

Jones,  Wash. 

Rockwell 

Devitt 

Judd 

Rogers,  Mass. 

D’Ewart 

Kean 

Rohrbough 

Dlrksen 

Kearney 

Ross 

Dondero 

Kearns 

Russell 

Eaton 

Keating 

Sadlak 

Ellis 

Kersten,  Wis. 

St.  George 

Ellsworth 

Kunkel 

Sanborn 

Elsaesser 

Landis 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Elston 

Latham 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Engel,  Mich. 

LeCompte 

Scott,  Hardle 

Fellows 

LeFevre 

Scrivner 

Fenton 

Lewis  • 

Seely-Brown 

Fletcher 

Lodge 

Short 

Foote 

Love 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Pulton 

McConnell 

Smith,  Kans. 

Gallagher 

McCowen 

Smith.  Maine 

Gamble 

McDonough 

Smith,  Ohio 

Gavin 

McGarvey 

Smith,  Wis. 

Gearhart 

McGregor ' 

Snyder 

Gillette 

McMahon 

Springer 

Goodwin 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Stevenson 

Graham 

MacKinnon 

Stockman 

Griffiths 

Maloney 

Stratton 

Gross 

Mason 

Sundstrom 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Mathews 

Taber 

Hale 

Meade,  Ky. 

Taylor 

Hall, 

Meyer 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Edwin  Arthur  Michener 

Tibbott 

Hall, 

Miller,  Conn. 

Tollefson 

Leonard  W. 

Miller,  Md. 

Towe 

Haileck 

Mitchell 

Twyman 

Harness,  Ind. 

Morton 

Vail 

Hartley 

Muhlenberg 

Van  Zandt 

Herter 

Murray,  Wis. 

Vorys 

Heselton 

Norblad 

Vursell 

Hess 

O’Hara 

Wadsworth 

Hinshaw 

Owens 

Welch 

Hoffman 

Patterson 

Wigglesworth 

Holmes 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Horan 

Potts 

Wolcott 

Howell 

Poulson 

Wolverton 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Ramey 

Woodruff 

Javits 

Jenison 

Reed.  Ill. 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

NAYS— 170 

Youngblood 

Abernethy 

Durham 

Larcade 

Albert 

Elliott 

Lemke 

Allen,  La. 

Engle,  Calif. 

Lesinskl 

Almond 

Evins 

Lucas 

Andersen, 

Fallon 

Lusk 

H.  Carl 

Feighan 

Lyle 

Andresen, 

Fernandez 

McCormack 

August  H. 

Fisher 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Flannagan 

Mahon 

Barden 

Fogarty 

Manasco 

Barrett 

Folger 

Mansfield, 

Bates,  Ky. 

Forand 

Mont. 

Battle 

Gathings 

Marcantonlo 

Beckworth 

Goff 

Martin.  Iowa 

Bell 

Gordon 

Meade,  Md. 

Blatnik 

Gore 

Miller,  Calif. 

Bonner 

Gorskl 

MUls 

Boykin 

Gossett 

Monroney 

Bramblett 

Granger 

Morgan 

Brooks 

Grant,  Ala. 

Morris 

Brown,  Ga. 

Gregory 

Mundt 

BiTson 

Hagen 

Murdock 

Buchanan 

Hardy 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Buckley 

Harless,  Arlz. 

Norton 

Bulwlnkle 

Harris 

O’Brien 

Camp 

Harrison 

O’Konski 

Cannon 

Havenner 

O’Toole 

CarroU 

Hays 

Pace 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Hedrick 

Passman 

Celler 

Hendricks 

Patman 

Chapman 

Hobbs 

Peden 

Clark 

Hoeven 

Phllbin 

Combs 

Holilield 

Pickett 

Cooley 

Hope 

Poage 

Cooper 

Huber 

Preston 

Cotton 

Hull 

Price,  Fla. 

Courtney 

.  Jackson,  Wash 

,  Price,  Ill. 

Cravens 

Jarman 

Priest 

Crosser 

Johnson,  Calif. 

,  Rains 

Davis,  Ga. 

Johnson,  Okla. 
Jomson,  Tex. 

Rankin 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Rayburn 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Richards 

Dawson,  Utah 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Rivers 

Deane 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Robertson 

Delaney 

Kee 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Dolliver 

Kefauver 

Sabath 

Donohue 

Kennedy 

Sadowskl 

Dorn 

Keogh 

Sasscer 

Doughton 

Kerr 

Sheppard 

Douglas 

Kilday 

Sikes 

Drewry 

Kirwan 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Smathers 

Trimble 

Williams 

Smith,  Va. 

Vinson 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Stanley 

Walter 

Winstead 

Stefan 

West 

Wood 

Stlgler 

Wheeler 

Worley 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Whitten 

Zimmerman 

Thomason  Whittington 

ANSWERED  “PRESENT”— 2 

Hill 

NOT  VOTING— 

Talle 

■68 

Allen.  111. 

Hand 

Nixon 

Auchincloss 

Hart 

Nodar 

Bender 

Hebert 

Norrell 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Heffernan 

Peterson 

Bland 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Pfeifer 

Bloom 

Jonkman 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Boggs,  La. 

Keefe 

Ploeser 

Burleson 

Kelley 

Plumley 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Kilburn 

Powell 

Chelf 

King 

Rp.bln 

Clements 

Klein 

Rayfiel 

Colmer 

Knutson 

Redden 

Cox 

Lane 

Riley 

Curtis 

Lanham 

Rooney 

Dingell 

Lea 

Sarbacher 

Domengeaux 

Lynch 

Scoblick 

Eberharter 

McDowell 

Scott, 

Puller 

Macy 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Gary 

Madden 

Shafer 

Gifford 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Somers 

Gillie 

Merrow 

Spence 

Grant,  Ind. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Teague 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Morrison 

Weichel 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Ploeser  for,  with  Mr.  Colmer  against. 

Mr.  Jonkman  for,  with  Mr.  Hill  against. 

Mr.  Grant  of  Indiana  for,  with  Mr.  Talle 
against. 

Mr.  Gifford  for,  with  Mr.  Morrison  against. 

Mr.  Weichel  for,  with  Mr.  Riley  against. 

Mr.  Macy  for,  with  Mr.  Domengeaux  against. 

Mr.  Auchincloss  for,  with  Mr.  Cox  against. 

Mr.  Bender  for,  with  Mr.  Klein  against.  * 

Mr.  Jenkins  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Lane  against. 

Mr.  Merrow  for,  with  Mr.  Gary  against. 

Mr.  Hand  for,  with  Mr.  Eberharter  against. 

Mr.  Gwinn  of  New  York  for.  with  Mr. 
Pfeifer  against. 

Mr.  Plumley  for,  with  Mr.  Dingell  against. 

Mr.  Sarbacher  for,  with  Mr.  Rooney  against. 

Mr.  Scoblick  for,  with  Mr.  Norrell  against. 

Mr.  Hugh  D.  Scott,  Jr.,  for,  with  Mr.  King 
against. 

Mr.  McDowell  for,  with  Mr.  Lea  against. 

Mr.  Nodar  for,  with  Mr.  Lynch  against. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  for,  with  Mr.  Hef- 
fernan  against. 

Mr.  Shafer  for,  with  Mr.  Burleson  against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Curtis  with  Mr.  Rabin. 

Mr.  Puller  with  Mr.  Hart. 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Teague. 

Mr.  Kilburn  with  Mr.  Hebert. 

Mr.  Kinutson  with  Mr.  Kelley. 

Mr.  Nixon  with  Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Gillie  with  Mr.  Rayfiel. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Byrne  of 
New  York. 

Mr.  TALLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
Mr.  Grant,  who  is  absent  on  official  busi¬ 
ness.  Were  he  present,  he  would  have 
voted  “yea.”  I  voted  “nay.”  I  there¬ 
fore  withdraw  my  vote  and  answer 
“present.” 

Mr.  Robertson  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

Mr.  Hale  changed  his  vote  from  “nay” 
to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1948. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamen¬ 
tary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentlem.an  wili 
state  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  in¬ 
quire  how  I  was  recorded?  I  had  a  pair 
with  the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  Mr. 
Jonkman.  I  voted  “no.”  I  wish  to  with¬ 
draw  my  vote  and  vote  “present.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  vote  has  been 
announced  and  the  time  when  the  gen¬ 
tleman  could  have  announced  how  he 
would  have  voted  has  passed — except  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  HILL.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Clerk  read  the  pair  himself. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  true,  but  the 
gentleman  himself  had  voted.  He 
should  have  addressed  the  Chair  and 
requested  that  he  be  recorded  as  “pres¬ 
ent.” 

Is  there  objection  to  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  changing  his  vote?  [After 
a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears  none.  The 
gentleman  from  Colorado  will  be  re¬ 
corded  as  having  been  paired  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  rule. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  renew 
my  motion,  and  pending  that  may  I  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  that 
the  time  be  equally  divided,  that  we  run 
on  more  or  less  indeterminately  today 
with  the  hope  that  before  the  Committee 
rises  we  probably  will  be  able  to  read  at 
least  the  first  section  of  the  bill  and  per¬ 
haps  a  little  more. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  think  the  division  of 
the  time  can  very  well  be  arranged,  but 
we  should  proceed  without  further  limi¬ 
tation  until  we  know  just  how  many  wish 
to  be  heard.  I  trust  nobody  will  be  de¬ 
nied  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  during 
general  debate. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Insofar  as  that  can 
be  complied  with,  that  certainly  will  be 
the  rule;  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that  time 
is  of  the  essence  and  so  many  Members 
want  to  get  away  Thursday,  as  expressed 
earlier  by  the  majority  leader,  I  hope  we 
can  complete  the  bill  tomoiTow.  There¬ 
fore,  whatever  progress  we  can  make  to¬ 
day  will  be  in  good  stead  as  we  begin 
deliberations  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  very  glad  to  co¬ 
operate  with  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
in  the  hope  that  we  will  be  able  to  make 
good  progress  with  the  understanding 
that  no  definite  arrangement  is  made  as 
to  reading  any  particular  part  of  the  bill 
today. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  wishes  to 
be  rather  clear  on  what  is  contemplated 
here.  It  is  hoped  we  will  be  able  to  read 
at  least  the  first  paragraph  tonight  and 
perhaps  a  little  more. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  asks  unanimous  consent  that  de- 
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bate  on  the  bill  run  throughout  the  day, 
the  time  to  be  equally  divided  between 
himself  and  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon], 

Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  3601,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  appropriation 
bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1948,  with  Mr. 
Herter  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dis¬ 
pensed  with. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Vermont  [Mr.  PlumleyI. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  with 
the  general  proposition  in  this  bill,  inso¬ 
far  as  it  would  follow  the  New  Deal  pro¬ 
gram,  which  involved  the  regimentation 
of  the  farmers  of  America,  I  am  in  dis¬ 
agreement;  that  is  to  say,  that  is  what  the 
program  accomplished.  I  am  opposed  to 
it  lock,  stock,  and  barrel. 

The  time  has  come,  unfortunately  or 
fortunately  for  the  Republican  Party,  to 
strip  demagogery  and  socialism  from  the 
New  Deal  program  and  make  one  of  our 
own.  All  of  the  programs  of  the  New 
Deal  tend  to  one  or  the  other  of  the  di¬ 
lemmas  I  have  enumerated  above. 

While  I  did  not,  and  do  not,  agree  with 
all  the  items  contained  in  the  program,  I 
am  in  favor  of  many  of  them. 

This  is  no  time  for  any  American  to 
count  what  votes  it  will  cost  him  to  op¬ 
pose  or  to  support  a  program.  He  must 
have  the  courage  of  his  convictions. 
This  is  the  time  for  anybody  with  intes¬ 
tinal  fortitude  to  stand  out  for  his  coun¬ 
try  despite  the  penalty  he  may  pay  to 
demagogs  and  self-seekers. 

Over  the  last  few  years  during  the  war 
there  has  grown  up  all  over  the  country 
a  group  of  New  Dealers  or  Socialists,  who 
believe  this  is  a  good  government  to  live 
under,  so  long  as  they  can  live  off  it.  Do 
not  forget  it.  These  people  forget  that 
they  are  themselves  paying  for  all  this 
Government  assistance,  and  doubly,  for 
they  pay  in  and  for  administration  and 
its  distribution. . 

We  need  to  economize;  and  to  do  it, 
instead  of  talking  about  it,  is  the  only 
way  to  have  economy  prevail.  We  must 
eliminate,  cut  down,  and  save  to  the 
utmost.  Expenditures  throughout  the 
Government  have  pyramided  beyond  rea¬ 
son  and  our  ability  to  carry  on. 

Attempts  to  threaten  or  coerce  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  to  vote  for  or  against 
measures  are  un-American  approaches. 
The  average  hard-working  farmer  who 
is  a  member  of  the  Grange  or  the  Farm 
Bureau  does  not  know  and  would  not 
approve  of  the  methods  the  “big  boys” 
employ  as  they  earn  their  salaries  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  average  farmer.  It 
is  a  shame. 

I  have  lived  my  life  in  Vermont.  I  am 
for  Vermont.  I  do  not  have  to  prove  it. 
I  am  for  Vermont  farmers  and  their  wel¬ 
fare.  I  do  not  have  to  say  so.  I  will  try 
to  see  that  their  needs  are  met  and  cared 
for,  They  know  it. 


I  hate  hypocrisy  and  demagoguery,  and 
the  spending  of  the  money  of  my  Ver¬ 
mont  friends  to  try  to  carry  on  a  Henry 
Wallace  program.  I  am  opposed  to  it. 
We  need  to  get  back  to  the  old-fashioned 
honesty  of  hard  work  and  a  fair  price  for 
its  products.  God  knows  when  we  will 
ever  reach  that  discretion.  I  do  not  need 
to  be  told  how  to  vote. 

This  bill  is  both  a  threat  and  a  promise. 
Demagogs  \^11  call  it  all  kinds  of  names, 
and  hypocrites  will  label  it  others.  While 

1  am  opposed  to  some  of  its  provisions, 
it  is  really  a  step  toward  a  100-percent 
America  for  the  farmers  of  America.  It 
needs  some  trimming;  I  admit  it  and  am 
for  it.  It  will  get  it. 

Agriculture  is  the  most  essential  indus¬ 
try  in  the  world.  It  has  long  been  one  of 
the  most  independent  of  industries.  The 
farmer  who  owned  his  farm  and  man¬ 
aged  his  own  business  independently  and 
paid  his  own  way  was  a  king.  He  should 
be  allowed  to  operate  without  Govern¬ 
ment  interference. 

Organization  is  all  right  if  not  too  com¬ 
prehensive.  A  too  far-reaching  control 
from  the  Government  becomes  arbitrary 
and  dictatorial.  It  will  speed  the  end  of 
the  small  farmer. 

This  bill  undertakes  to  place  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  farm  program  back 
on  the  farm.  To  try  to  mark  up  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  future  is  to  try  to  count  the 
stars  in  the  Milky  Way. 

The  bill  is  not  perfect.  There  are 
amendments  which  should  be  made, 
which  I  will  support.  I  will  support  the 
bijl  as  it  probably  will  be  amended. 

(Mr.  PLUMLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Ml'.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  may  I  first  compliment  the  chair¬ 
man  of  our  Subcommittee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  for  Agriculture,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  for  the  very 
fair  and  considerate  manner  in  which 
he  has  handled  the  operations  of  this 
subcommittee.  Certainly,  we  eight 
members  of  this  subcommittee  have  not 
always  agreed.  No  bill  contains  more 
controversial  matters  than  does  the  one 
now  before  the  House.  The  problems 
have  been  approached  strictly  on  a 
basis  of  nonpartisan  consideration,  and 
as  to  what  is  best  for  our  Nation. 
Never  once  do  I  recall  during  the  nearly 

2  months  we  were  in  session  that  any 
political  red  herrings  were  dragged  into 
these  hearings  by  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  It  has  been  a  pleasure  to 
serve  with  not  only  the  other  members 
of  the  majority  of  this  committee,  Mr. 
Plumley,  Mr.  Horan,  and  Mr.  Philips 
of  California,  but  also  with  the  members 
of  the  minority,  Mr.  Cannon,  Mr.  Shep¬ 
pard,  and  Mr.  Whitten. 

It  has  been  my  endeavor  to  consider 
the  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  which  represents  in  the 
Government  my  personal  industry,  in 
exactly  the  same  manner  in  which  those 
for  Labor  and  Federal  Security  were 
considered.  This  consideration  has  been 


based  entirely  upon  one  thing  only; 
Just  how  much  money  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  efBcient  operation  of 
the  numerous  bureaus  making  up  this 
Department?  Where  can  we  cut  with¬ 
out  harm  to  the  people  of  America? 

Today  the  United  States  is  faced  with 
the  grim  reality  of  having  a  national  debt 
of  $259,000,000,000.  We  must  put  our 
own  house  in  order  financially  if  we  are 
to  weather  successfully  the  storms  ahead. 
We  do  not  know  how  many  more  thou¬ 
sands  of  millions  of  dollars  we  will  be 
called  upon  to  lend  or  to  practically  give 
away  to  small  nations  in  an  effort  to  keep 
them  from  going  behind  the  iron  curtain 
of  communism.  Some  say,  “Why  should 
we  be  so  careful  in  trying  to  make  sav¬ 
ings  in  our  domestic  budgets  and  at  the 
same  time  see  these  savings  more  or  less 
nullified  by  huge  loans  to  foreign  coun¬ 
tries?”  The  two  do  not  come  within  the 
same  category,  in  my  opinion.  The  for¬ 
mer  are  for  peacetime  administration 
through  our  various  departments  of  gov¬ 
ernment,  while  the  latter  are  for  emer¬ 
gency  loans  made  in  the  hope  that  they 
will  prevent  a  third  world  war. 

In  considering  this  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  budget  now  before  us,  we  ap¬ 
proach  it,  first  of  all,  with  the  knowledge 
that  $1,188,571,318  has  been  requested  by 
the  President  for  the  operation  in  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  1948,  commencing  this  coming 
July  1,  of  this  one  division  of  govern¬ 
ment.  The  subcommittee  very  carefuUy 
considered  each  and  every  one  of  the 
hundreds  of  items,  and  patiently  listened 
to  whoever  might  care  to  be  heard  rela¬ 
tive  to  any  of  them.  We  have  brought 
to  the  floor  of  this  House  today  a  bill 
which  I  feel,  genei'ally  speaking,  to  be 
good  in  the  main,  having  accomplished  a 
reduction  of  $383,427,742.  This  is  a  con¬ 
tribution  from  the  farmers  of  America 
toward  the  balancing  of  our  National 
Budget.  The  farmers  have  just  as  great 
a  stake  in  our  financial  security  as  has 
any  other  group.  In  my  opinion,  they 
are  happy  to  make  what  little  sacrifices 
might  be  asked  of  them  in  this  bill  in  or¬ 
der  that  our  Nation’s  financial  house  and 
its  affairs  be  made  strong  and  stable. 

Now,  my  friends,  just  digressing  a  mo¬ 
ment,  when  I  voted  “no”  on  the  rule  I  did 
not  vote  to  increase  the  money  in  this 
bill  by  $148,000,000,  because  certainly,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirk¬ 
sen]  well  knows,  we  could  in  the  Com¬ 
mittee  here  later  specify,  if  we  wished  to 
do  so,  that  $148,000,000  of  the  allocation 
for  triple- A,  which  is  now  a  direct  ap¬ 
propriation,  could  be  taken  out  of  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds.  So,  with  all  due  respect 
to  my  good  chairman’s  eloquence  and  his 
persuasiveness,  I  did  not  feel  that  the 
item,  as  far  as  economy  was  concerned, 
was  affected  in  any  way  by  a  “yes”  or 
“no”  vote  up  on  the  rule.  I  have  always 
opposed  the  asking  of  a  rule  for  appro¬ 
priation  bills.  We  mi^t  and  should  re¬ 
spect  the  rights  of  tho  legislative  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  House. 

Might  I  state  in  reference  to  a  1 -min¬ 
ute  speech  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  here  today,  in 
which  he  pleaded  for  more  appropria¬ 
tions  for  REA,  that  REA  will  have  avail¬ 
able  on  the  1st  of  July  $550,000,000  for 
construction  purposes.  Do  you  know 
that  REA  has  today  allocated,  but  not 
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expended,  $325,000,000?  That  is  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  Mr.  V/ickard  before  our  sub¬ 
committee.  We  are  giving  them  an  addi¬ 
tional  $225,000,000  here,  and  surely,  with 
better  than  half  a  billion,  this  subcom¬ 
mittee  has  done  well  by  REA.  We  have 
seen  to  it  that  every  cent  that  REA  can 
legitimately  expend,  when  we  consider 
the  cost  of  labor  and  material,  is  given 
to  them  in  this  particular  bill. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT,  I  am  rather  interested 
in  the  gentleman’s  comments  about  REA. 

I  have  received  a  number  of  telegrams 
from  local  REA  associations  expressing 
concern  about  some  of  these  cuts. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Might  I 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota, 
in  the  first  Instance,  that  it  is  just  too  bad 
that  certain  parties  have  misrepresented 
the  action  of  our  subcommittee  in  this 
matter.  There  are  no  better  friends  of 
REA  in  Congress  than  are  upon  this  sub¬ 
committee — ^Democrats  as  well  as  Repub¬ 
licans.  May  I  assure  the  gentleman  that 
every  cent  that  REA  can  properly  use  is 
available  for  that  great  project  the  com¬ 
ing  fiscal  year.  We  want  it  completed 
as  soon  as  possible  so  as  to  bring  to  every 
farm  home  in  America  this  wonderful 
convenience. 

Mr.  MUNEiT.  I  know  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  has  been  a  long-time 
friend  and  supporter  of  REA. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I  state 
to  the  gentleman  that  REA  provides  the 
light  and  electricity  for  my  home  farm 
in  Minnesota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  is  gratifying  to  have 
the  assurance  that  if  this  appropriation 
passes  in  the  form  it  is  now  before  the 
House  the  expansion  and  projection  of 
REA  to  areas  which  are  not  now  served 
can  be  continued  without  any  crippling 
of  the  legitimate  program.  I  think  that 
is  the  gentleman’s  assurance,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Absolute¬ 
ly,  and  the  entire  subcommittee  feels  as 
1  do.  _ 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  This  fund  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  is  cut  approxi¬ 
mately  one-third.  The  gentleman  would 
not  take  the  position  that  that  would  not 
necessarily  mean  that  applications  for  - 
extensions  and  the  approval  of  new  loans 
and  class  B  loans  would  be  delayed.  The 
gentleman  hopes  that  it  will  not,  but  the 
gentleman  cannot  give  us  any  assurance 
of  that,  can  he? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  have  a 
very  high  regard  for  my  friend  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  but  must  differ  with  him  because, 
after  all,  we  have  reached  a  certain  pat¬ 
tern  in  the  allocation  of  these  loans  and 
it  is  not  necessary — and  I  have  this  word 
from  some  of  my  associations  back 
home — for  these  engineers,  accountants, 
and  so  forth,  to  come  out  there  continu¬ 
ously  from  the  national  headquarters 
and  tell  them  what  to  do.  These  alloca¬ 
tions,  as  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
well  knows,  are  mainly  for  B,  C,  and  D 
projects,  and  sureljf  it  is  not  now  neces¬ 
sary  to  extend  the  same  degree  of  super¬ 
vision. 


Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  right;  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  kind  of  allocations. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  gentleman  that  we  have 
done  anything  but  good  for  the  REA 
when  we  instill  in  them  a  little  caution 
toward  economy.  After  all,  why  should 
not  they,  as  well  as  any  other  govern¬ 
mental  agency,  take  their  share  of  the 
cut.  Four  million  dollars  is  going  to  give 
them  ample  money  with  which  to  do  a 
good  job.  _ 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  The  gentleman  will 
agree  that  the  applications  for  class  B- 
loans  and  other  loans  which  should  pro¬ 
vide  for  area  coverage  still  must  come 
into  Washington  and  be  approved  here, 
and  these  administrative  funds  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  take  care  of  them? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Certainly 
they  must  come  into  Washington,  but 
not  with  all  the  red  tape  attached  to  the 
preceding  ones.  As  I  said,  the  pattern 
has  been  set.  I  think  it  is  time  to  get 
some  of  those  attorneys  out  of  the  Solici¬ 
tor’s  oflBce  as  well  as  some  of  the  numer¬ 
ous  employees  out  of  the  REA.  These 
people  can  do  something  more  worth¬ 
while  for  the  Government  than  they  are 
doing  in  those  particular  positions. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Missouri.  Is  the 
economy  being  made  in  REA  largely  on 
administrative  expenses? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Practi¬ 
cally  entirely  in  connection  with  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses.  One-tenth  only 
of  the  money  asked  for  to  extend  lines 
was  refused. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Missouri.  It  is  not 
on  the  construction  of  lines? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  We  gave 
to  the  REA  in  this  bill  90  percent  of  what 
they  asked  for  as  far  as  loan  authoriza¬ 
tions  are  concerned.  Remember  that 
that  $225,000,000  is  piled  upon  the  other 
$325,000,000  which  is  also  available  for 
construction,  having  been  allocated  but 
not  expended  as  yet.  Look  at  Mr.  Wick- 
ard’s  testimony  to  that  effect  on  page 
1486  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  notice  the 
report  states  that  the  $4,000,000  exceeds 
the  amount  appropriated  for  1945  for 
REA.  I  wonder  how  that  $4,000,000  fig¬ 
ure  compares  with  the  amount  they  re¬ 
ceived  in  1946. 

Ml-.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  In  1945 
they  had  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  $3,246,000.  In  1946  the  amount 
was  $4,340,000  and  $5,500,000  in  1947.  If 
we  are  ever  to  balance  our  budget  and 
get  down  to  sanity  in  the  line  of  expend¬ 
ing  money,  each  and  every  agency  of  this 
great,  rambling  structure  of  the  United 
States  Government  will  have  to  take  its 
proportionate  cut.  Much  as  I  regard 
REA,  no  agency  should  be  exempt  from 
the  trimming  which  absolutely  must  be 
done. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  This  Is  the 
point  in  which  I  am  vitally  concerned. 
We  know  that  in  1945  there  was  no  possi¬ 
bility  of  expansion  and  extension  of  the 
REA  lines  because  it  was  impossible  to 


get  the  necessary  materials  and  equip¬ 
ment  to  expand. 

Will  this  $4,000,000  figure  hamper  or 
hinder  or  delay  the  expansion  of  REA 
lines  to  those  communities  which  are  not 
now  served? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  do  not 
feel  that  this  reduction  in  administrative 
expenses  will  do  anything  but  good. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  In  line  with  what  the 
gentleman  has  said,  and  in  further  sup¬ 
port  of  his  position,  reducing  the  amount 
of  bureaucracy  somewhat  might  cut  some 
of  the  red  tape  and  actually  expedite  the 
operations  instead  of  delaying  them. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  feel  that 
that  would  apply  to  almost  any  Govern¬ 
ment  agency  today.  We  spend  about 
$34,000,000,000  for  food  for  all  of  our 
140,000,000  people.  The  President  has 
asked  for  $37,500,000,000  for  expenses  of 
Government.  Think  of  it. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  v;ill  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
my  good  friend  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  of  the  proportion  of  the 
$225,000,000  which  would  become  avail¬ 
able  for  lines,  is  not  the  amount  allowed 
for  administrative  funds  of  the  REA, 
namely,  $4,000,000,  larger  than  they 
have  had  some  years? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]  for  answer  to  that  question. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  was  going  to  say  to 
my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota,  that  on  almost  one-half  of  the 
amount  requested  they  energized  twice 
as  much  line  in  1940  as  they  did  in  1946. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  think 
the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case]  was  referring  to  administrative 
expenses. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes;  that  is  what  I 
am  referring  to. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Then, 
they  certainly  ought  to  be  able  to  get 
along  on  this  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Definitely;  they  could 
have  gone  on  with  less.  We  thought 
the  committee  was  extremely  generous 
on  that. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  From  the  beginning  I 
have  believed  in  the  efficacy  and  the 
good  work  of  the  REA.  We  all  know 
that  it  has  shifted  many  of  the  burdens 
and  much  drudgery  from  the  backs  of 
men  and  women  to  the  muscles  of  iron 
and  steel  driven  by  electricity.  But  I 
object  to  much  of  the  information  and 
propaganda  which  has  been  sent  out 
misleading  our  people  trying  to  convince 
them  that  the  failure  of  some  farmers 
to  get  electricity  is  the  result  of  the 
failure  of  Congress  to  appropriate  such 
funds.  I  have  voted  for  appropriations 
and  for  increased  appropriations  for.  the 
REA.  The  reason  that  some  of  the 
farmers  in  the  various  districts  cannot 
get  electricity  is  due  not  to  the  failure 
of  Congress  to  pass  sufficient  appropria¬ 
tions  to  meet  their  needs,  but  rather  to 
the  costly,  cumbersome,  and  inefficient 
administration  of  the  Federal  bu¬ 
reaucracy. 
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Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen- 
tleman  is  entirely  correct.  In  my 
opinion,  many  of  these  so-called  friends 
of  rural  electrification  are  doing  that 
great  work  a  disservice  in  bringing  need¬ 
less  pressure  upon  the  Members  of  this 
House  who  have  proven  themselves  time 
and  again  on  both  sides  to  be  real 
friends  of  the  REA.  We  will  give  REA 
every  dime  they  need,  but  at  the  same 
time  we  do  not  intend  to  put  more 
money  on  the  shelf  than  is  necessary. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  hope  there  is  no  mis¬ 
understanding  about  this  money  that  is 
now  available  as  the  gentleman  men¬ 
tions.  I  do  not  understand  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  tell  us  there  are  $325,000,000  now 
available  for  allocation  for  loans  to  a 
cooperative  that  either  wants  to  extend 
its  lines  or  is  now  starting  in  business? 
That  money  has  already  been  allocated. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  It  has 
been  allocated  but  not  expended. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  But  the 
money  is  there  and  they  will  have  it  for 
construction  purposes,  when  needed  and 
when  the  materials  and  labor  are  avail¬ 
able. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right,  but  the 
gentleman  did  not  intend  to  say  that 
even  the  $225,000,000  will  all  be  expended 
before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  No;  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  that  it  should 
be.  Most  of  it  will  be  allocated,  how¬ 
ever. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Certainly  it  will  be  allo¬ 
cated  during  this  coming  year.  The 
$325,000,000  which  has  been  mentioned 
does  not  add  1  penny  to  the  amount  of 
money  that  is  available  to  take  care  of 
your  people  who  do  not  now  have  lines. 
The  $225,000,000  is  all  the  money  that 
is  being  made  available  during  the  next 
fiscal  year  to  take  care  of  people  not 
now  signed  up.  Is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  think 
the  subcommittee  has  made  every  nec¬ 
essary  provision  as  far  as  funds  are  con¬ 
cerned  to  keep  this  great  project  going 
in  high  gear.  What  more  can  the  REA 
people  ask? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
my  friend  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  It  has  been  my  obser¬ 
vation  and  experience — and  I  think  I  am 
in  a  position  to  know,  because  I  am  down 
there  in  the  middle  of  TVA,  where  there 
is  an  unlimited  quantity  of  electric 
power — that  the  trouble  about  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  this.  REA  service  is  the  inability 
of  those  who  desire  it  or  those  who  fur¬ 
nish  it  to  obtain  transformers  and  other 
equipment  in  the  way  of  wire.  That  is 
the  great  trouble. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  And  that 
will  continue  to  be  the  great  problem 
this  coming  year.  More  than  ever  that 
backs  up  the  action  of  the  subcommittee 
in  doing  what  we  have  done.  We  have 
perhaps  made  more  money  available 
than  they  can  ever  use,  but  we  want  to  be 
sure  REA  has  enough. 


Mr.  JENNINGS.  The  gentleman  is  ab¬ 
solutely  right  about  that.  The  question 
is  to  get  these  facilities. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
my  chairman. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  himself  in  a  letter 
told  the  committee  that  in  all  probability 
it  will  be  as  much  as  20  months  before 
they  can  get  these  transformers. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  There  is  not  a  bit  of 
doubt  about  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  10  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I  con¬ 
tinue  with  my  speech,  from  which  I  have 
digressed  to  answer  these  inquiries  about 
REA? 

The  one  great  problem,  as  far  as  agri¬ 
culture  is  concerned,  is  that  of  main¬ 
taining  parity  prices  for  our  farm 
commodities.  All  other  agricultural 
problems  sink  into  insignificance  in  com¬ 
parison  with  that  of  assuring  a  fair  and 
equitable  price  for  what  the  farmers  pro¬ 
duce.  I  believe  that  the  majority  of  the 
farmers  of  America  will  agree  with  me — 
one  of  these  farmers — that  payments 
need  not  be  made  to  them  in  order  to 
make  sure  that  our  soil  will  be  properly 
conserved.  The  average  farmer  is  inter¬ 
ested  enough  in  his  own  farm  and  in  his 
own  soil  to  be  willing  to  keep  that  soil 
up  by  the  application  of  proper  ferti¬ 
lizers,  provided  he  receives  suflQcient 
money  from  the  sale  of  his  commodities 
to  be  able  to  do  so.  I  am  also  satisfied 
that  the  majority  of  the  farmers  of  the 
Nation  resent  the  criticism  leveled  at 
agriculture  in  general  at  the  acceptance 
of  any  subsidy  whatsoever.  We  have 
been  forced  at  times  in  the  past  to  come 
to  the  Treasury  for  a  portion  of  a  fair 
price  for  our  products  which  we  should 
have  received  in  the  market.  Triple  A 
payments,  as  made  the  past  few  years, 
are  vastly  different  from  what  were 
known  formerly  as  parity  payments, 
which  were  made  to  the  farmers  of  this 
Nation  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  to 
them  at  least  90  percent  of  parity  for 
what  they  had  to  sell.  The  so-called 
triple  A  payments,  in  my  opinion,  do  not 
come  within  this  same  category,  and  I, 
as  one  of  the  recipients  of  thse  payments, 
believe  that  our  Treasury  needs  this 
money  today  more  than  does  the  farmer. 
In  line  with  this  belief,  I  personally  made 
the  motion  in  subcommittee,  which  was 
adopted,  to  allot  only  $150,000,000  to 
triple  A  for  1947  payments  instead  of  the 
$267,000,000  provided  in  the  budget  re¬ 
quest.  Further  action  by  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  provides  that  there  will  be  no 
triple  A  payments  in  1948,  and  for  the 
first  time  in  many  years  our  farmers  will 
be  strictly  on  their  own. 

I  am  disappointed,  however,  in .  the 
fact  that  the  subcommittee  and  the  full 
committee  have  seen  fit  to  allow  only 
$15,000,000  for  the  total  of  administrative 
expenses  with  which  to  take  care  of  the 
National,  State,  coimty,  and  township 
operation  of  the  entire  triple-A  struc¬ 
ture.  We  need  and  must  have  the 


triple  A  county  and  township  commit¬ 
tees,  through  which  to  take  care  of  our 
sealing  programs,  and  we  will  not  be  able 
to  do  that  with  a  $15,000,000  appropria¬ 
tion.  Let  us  keep  in  mind  at  this  point 
that  the  national  and  State  expenses  for 
this  work  in  1947  were  $8,871,868,  while 
the  expenses  of  the  county  associations 
were  $20,039,088,  a  total  of  $28,910,956. 
In  the  proposal  to  limit  this  year  the 
expenses  of  the  entire  triple-A  structure 
to  $15,000,000,  we  find  that  of  this 
amount  $1,950,000  is  permitted  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  national  and  State  expenses, 
while  $13,050,000  is  allowed  the  coimty 
associations.  I  do  not  quarrel  with  the 
decrease  in  expenditure  in  the  national 
and  State  set-up,  but  I  do  feel  that  it  is 
practically  the  beginning  of  the  end  for 
the  triple  A  county  and  township  com¬ 
mittee  set-up,  when  we  propose  to  give 
them  nearly  $7,000,000  less  than  they  had 
available  in  1947. 

Please  keep  in  mind  that  there  is 
practically  the  same  amount  of  work 
involved  in  making  out  the  proper  forms 
and  writing  a  check  to  Jim  Jones  whether 
he  receives  $150  for  his  portion  or 
whether  that  portion  is  approximately 
$90.  The  same  computations  are  necqg- 
sary,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  House 
will  see  fit  to  adopt  an  amendment  re¬ 
storing  the  $7,000,000  for  this  purpose. 

The  average  farmer  throughout  the 
Nation  knows  just  how  badly  we  may 
need  the  county  and  township  commit¬ 
tees  in  the  future  to  take  care  of  our 
price-support  programs  as  the  various 
emergencies  arise,  and  I  feel  sure  that 
this  same  average  farmer  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  would  be  far  better  to  take  an 
additional  $7,000,000  allotted  for  indi¬ 
vidual  payments  to  farmers  and  give  this 
additional  $7,000,000  to  the  county  and 
township  committees  instead  with  which 
to  do  a  good  job.  Unless  these  commit¬ 
tees  are  available  when  needed,  chaos 
can  easily  enter  the  agricultural  picture 
and  cost  the  Nation  many  times  over  the 
amount  needed  to  keep  these  committees 
functioning. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  my  intention  when 
we  come  to  the  proper  paragraph  of  this 
bill  to  again  offer  a  similar  amendment 
to  that  which  was  defeated  in  the  full 
committee  only  by  a  tie  vote  of  16  to  16. 
If  there  is  any  item  in  this  bill  in  which  I 
personally  feel  that  our  committee  is  in 
error,  it  is  in  this  reduction  of  the  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  the  triple  A  com¬ 
mittee  structure.  Let  us  keep  these  com¬ 
mittees,  even  at  the  expense  of  whittling 
down  the  payments  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  would  require  too 
much  time  to  discuss  the  several  changes 
that  could  be  made  in  this  bill.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  [Mr.  Phillips] 
and  I  both  feel  that  there  is  too  much  of 
what  we  might  term  departmental  per¬ 
sonnel  left  in  this  measure.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  that  belief,  I  personally  had  in¬ 
serted  in  the  report  supplementary  views 
as  follows: 

I  have  concurred  in  the  majority  report 
with  the  following  reservations; 

A  major  portion  of  the  cuts  effected  have 
been  obtained  through  the  reduction  in  ap¬ 
propriations  for  AAA,  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  and  the  Farm  Home  Administration, 
together  with  reductions  of  a  lesser  degree  in 
REA,  Research,  Forestry,  and  other  branches 
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I  do  not  feel  that  proportionate  cuts  in 
personnel  throughout  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  have  been  made  consistent  with 
those  above  mentioned. 

It  is  my  intention  to  offer  on  the  floor,  after 
careful  study,  certain  amendments  designed 
to  secure  the  balance  which  is  desirable. 

May  I  point  out  that  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  have  issued  a 
letter  today  in  which  they  back  me  up 
in  this  opinion  that  the  cuts  in  personnel 
have  not  been  deep  enough.  Let  us 
glance  at  one  or  two  for  example : 

The  immediate  ofQce  of  the  Secretary 
has  been  allotted  by  the  committee  $18,- 
350  more  than  it  had  available  in  the 
year  1S47.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  it 
should  not  be  necessary  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  immediate  ofBce  to  expend  $2,- 
137,560,  and  it  is  my  intention  to  later 
offer  an  amendment  which  would  reduce 
this  to  somewhat  in  line  with  the  other 
cuts  which  have  been  made  in  this  bill 
upon  the  farmers  of  the  Nation. 

May  we  also  glance  at  the  OfBce  of 
the  Solicitor,  which  has  been  allocated 
in  this  bill  $2,561,000,  a  decrease  of  only 
$54,000  under  that  available  in  1947. 
When  we  consider,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
vast  lessening  of  the  various  programs  in 
the  Department  through  this  bill,  it 
would  seem  that  the  work  of  the  Office 
of  the  Solicitor  would  also  become  great- 
.ly  lessened,  and  there  is  no  reason  in  my 
opinion  for  an  appropriation  to  the  So¬ 
licitor’s  Office  of  more  than  $2,000,000. 
This  cut  of  $561,000,  which  I  propose  to 
offer  as  an  amendment,  will  do  much 
tov/ard  leveling  off  the  cuts  as  they 
should  be  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

I  might  state  that  my  good  friend, 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  [Mr. 
Dirksen],  suggested  at  least  inferen- 
tially  that  a  20-percent  reduction  in  per¬ 
sonnel  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
might  well  be  made.  This  suggestion  as 
to  a  20-percent  reduction  in  personnel 
throughout  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  been  advocated  by  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  and  I  believe 
that  that  recommendation  is  very  sound. 

We  have  noted  the  past  few  days  in  the 
press  of  the  Nation,  declarations  of  the 
sighs  of  relief  that  obtained  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  at  the  small¬ 
ness  of  the  cuts  in  personnel.  Too  much 
of  the  economy  in  this  bill  is  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  others  than  the  employees  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  We  see 
evidence  throughout  the  bill,  as  we  do  in 
every  appropriation  measure,  that  hun¬ 
dreds  upon  hundreds  of  personnel  have 
been  upgraded  1,  2,  and  3  positions,  un¬ 
til  we  have  arrived  at  the  point  where 
we  have  all  corporals,  sergeants,  lieu¬ 
tenants  and  others,  with  practically  no 
privates  to  do  the  work.  That  should 
be  changed. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  express  the  hope 
that  the  House  will  seriously  consider  the 
various  amendments  that  will  be  offered 
in  order  that  we  might  secure  a  better 
balanced  bill.  The  farmers  of  America 
are  willing  to  do  their  part  in  accepting 
these  slashes  as  made  and  which  we  were 
compelled  to  make  in  the  interest  of 
economy.  Is  it  asking  to  too  niuch,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  the  governmental  em¬ 
ployees  in  this  vast  bureaucratic  struc¬ 
ture  known  as  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 


culture  shall  take  a  similar  reduction  in 
behalf  of  a  firm,  stable  economy  in  this 
great  United  States  of  America. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Hays]. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  an 
easy  role,  of  course,  to  appear  as  a  critic 
and  I  hope  while  I  shall  differ  vigorously 
with  the  committee  in  some  of  its  find¬ 
ings  that  some  of  the  more  constructive 
aspects  of  what  I  say  will  not  be  over¬ 
looked,  for  I  realize  the  committee  has 
had  a  difficult  job  and  the  fact  that  some 
of  us  entertain  strong  views  of  disagree¬ 
ment  does  not  mean  that  we  are  lack¬ 
ing  in  appreciation  of  the  hard  work 
that  the  committee  has  done.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  wish  to  speak  primarily  of 
the  work  of  the  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration.  I  do  this  not  to  exalt  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  administrative  group  any  more 
than  the  contribution  which  the.  Con¬ 
gress  has  made  in  the  fundamental  law 
pertaining  to  the  farm  tenancy  program. 

I  want  to  talk  about  the  little  farmer, 
I  want  to  talk  about  the  veterans,  and 
I  want  to  be  entirely  fair  with  those  who 
have  seen  fit  by  committee  action  to 
reduce  the  appropriations  for  the  little 
farmer  and  for  the  veteran  who  is  a 
little  farmer.  I  am  sure  that  no  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  means  to  be  unfair  to 
the  veteran,  and  sometimes,  unconsci¬ 
ously  perhaps,  we  hit  below  the  belt  as 
we  plead  for  the  veteran.  I  would  like 
to  disclaim  that,  and  as  I  have  said  in 
other  debates  in  the  House,  I  realize 
that  the  veterans’  interest  are  tied  to 
other  interests.  If  he  is  a  farmer,  to 
the  interest  of  the  agricultural  popula¬ 
tion  in  general.  If  he  is  a  part  of  the 
business  community,  his  interests  are 
tied  generally  to  those  of  the  business 
community.  I  am  aware  of  that.  But 
here  in  FHA  is  a  specific  program  that 
is  being  channeled  for  the  farm  youth 
who  went  to  war  and  came  back  seek¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  to  reestablish  him¬ 
self  on  the  land. 

Here  is  a  program  thal  is  being  greatly 
jeopardized  by  the  action  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  cutting  out  all  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  tenant-purchase  pro¬ 
gram,  reducing  the  administrative  fund 
for  the  Farmers  Home  Corporation 
from  $25,000,000  to  $18,000,000,  and  re¬ 
ducing  the  rehabilitation  loans  and 
emergency  crop  loans,  as  we  used  to  call 
them — they  have  been  combined — from 
$90,000,000  to  $60,000,000.  It  simply 
Cannot  be  justified  if  I  properly  inter¬ 
pret  the  testimony  of  the  agency  officials 
and  the  comments  that  were  made  by 
the  members  of  the  committee  as  they 
heard  Mr.  Dillard  Lassiter  and  his  asso¬ 
ciates. 

Let  us  go  back  briefly  to  the  history 
of  the  Farmers  Home  Administration. 
Every  man  who  knows  Marvin  Jones  re¬ 
spects  him.  I  think  that  one  of  the 
finest  monuments  to  any  legislator  is  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  and 
it  is  proving  itself.  I  am  speaking  now 
of  the  tenant  purchase  program.  It  is 
necessary  to  distinguish  between  the  two 
phases  of  the  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration  program,  the  rehabilitation 


loans  and  the  tenant  purchase  loans  or 
the  ownership  program. 

Speaking  now  of  the  tenant  purchase 
program  I  must  pay  tribute  to  our  former 
Member,  Marvin  Jones,  who  Insisted, 
when  the  legislation  was  being  evolved, 
upon  two  things:  One  was  that  it  be 
anchored  to  the  locality;  that  a  county 
committee  be  designated  to  pass  upon 
the  soundness  of  the  loans,  and  his  wis¬ 
dom  in  that  respect  has  been  amply 
demonstrated.  One  reason  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  working  out  is  that  a  committee 
of  farmers  acquainted  with  land  values 
has  passed  upon  the  soundness  of  every 
loan.  The  second  is  the  standard  of  per¬ 
sonal  experience  and  fitness.  The  ap¬ 
plicant  as  well  as  the  land  must  pass 
muster. 

Our  Government,  in  inaugurating  the 
farm  tenancy  program,  had  few  exam¬ 
ples  in  other  countries  to  help  us.  There 
was  one  pattern,  and  that  was  in  Den¬ 
mark,  where  in  one  generation  the  ten¬ 
ancy  ratio  went  down  from  90  percent  to 
le.ss  than  10  percent,  but  the  Danes  had  a 
rather  restricted  experience.  They  were 
engaged  largely  in  dairying,  and  we  have 
in  addition  to  our  great  dairy  industry, 
of  course,  many  other  types  to  be  con¬ 
sidered.  But  we  paralleled  Denmark’s 
policy  of  liberal  credit  for  the  purchase 
of  farms  so  that  increasing  numbers  of 
American  farmers  might  be  able  to  say, 
“This  is  my  own  vine  and  fig  tree,’’  and 
as  the  prophet  said,  “There  shall  be  none 
to  make  him  afraid.’’  So  the  law  pre- 
.scribed  that  loans  should  be  for  40  years, 
for  100  percent  of  the  value,  and  at  3- 
percent  interest. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama. 

Ml'.  JONES  of  Alabama.  I  would  like 
to  make  this  obseiwation,  that  while  we 
are  making  these  reductions  under  this 
appropriation  act,  the  Taft-Ellender- 
Wagner  bill  over  in  the  other  body  has 
been  under  consideration  which  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  10  an  appropriation  of 
$25,000,000  for  rural  housing  for  the  first 
year  of  its  operation.  I  understand  that 
that  bill  will  not  come  up  on  the  floor 
and  that  we  will  not  have  an  increase  of 
appropriations  to  carry  out  a  rural  hous¬ 
ing  program. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  comment.  Incidentally,  speak¬ 
ing  of  the  housing  program,  it  is  true — 
and  this  is  not  a  partisan  statement  since 
it  involves  a  program  begun  by  a  Demo¬ 
cratic  administration — but  it  is  true  that 
over  a  period  of  years  there  has  been  more 
spent  in  Federal  funds,  for  housing  in 
single  cities  than  in  rural  housing  in  the 
whole  United  States,  and  yet  if  this  ap¬ 
propriation  measure  stands  unamended, 
you  are  going  to  strike  out  of  the  bill 
something  that  is  proving  its  soundness, 
without  any  doubt,  and  the  figures  are  in 
this  record  submitted  by  the  Farmers’ 
Home  Administration. 

Let  me  get  back  to  the  figures. 
I  refer  to  the  tenancy  program. 
What  happened?  You  have  loaned 
under  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  the  sum 
of  $282,000,000,  with  only  a  $50,000  loss. 
Now,  you  cannot  find  anywhere  in  the 
governmental  enterprise  of  noncommer- 
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clal  credit  anything  that  is  comparable 
to  that,  and  yet  you  propose  to  strike  it 
out. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not 
also  true  that  those  in  the  low-income 
groups  in  the  cities  received  subsidies 
that  were  many,  many  times  greater  than 
the  subsidies  that  were  paid  to  these 
fai'mers? 

Mr.  HAYS.  Exactly. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Extend¬ 
ing  over  many  years. 

Ml'.  HAYS.  Right.  There  is  no  ele¬ 
ment  of  subsidy  here.  These  men  have 
gone  out  on  the  land  and  by  hard  work 
have  pi'oved  their  right  to  a  stake  in  it, 
and  they  are  making  good.  No  one  is 
going  to  stand  on  this  floor  and  question 
this  basic  conclusion,  and  I  submit  that 
we  ought  not  to  interrupt  this  program. 
It  has  vast  economic  and  social  implica¬ 
tions.  I  just  cannot  believe  that  the 
committee  intends  to  interrupt  it  perma¬ 
nently.  Then  why  lose  this  valuable 
time?  I  believe  my  friend  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen]  thinks  well  of  the  record. 
I  believe  that  he  is  proud  of  the  Bank- 
head-Jones  program.  It  undertakes  to 
reduce  the  frightening  percentage  of 
faim  tenancy  in  this  country  so  that  we 
can  get  it  well  below  the  50-percent  mark, 
where  it  was  once,  to  a  proper  percentage 
throughout  America. 

I  am  not  making  any  swefeping  claims 
for  farm  ownership.  I  realize  that  in  a 
country  with  diversified  interests  there 
will  be  an  element  of  tenancy,  that  in 
some  situations  the  renter  relationship 
is  wholesome  and  economically  sound. 
It  is  not  that  I  expect  all  farms  to  be 
owner-operated.  I  realize  it  cannot  be 
done.  I  am  saying — and  this  justifies 
my  allusion  to  the  early  history  of  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Act — that  it  was  a 
dangerous  situation  that  called  for  the 
enactment  of  this  law,  and  I  do  not  want 
us  to  take  a  backward  step. 

Now  about  the  veteran.  These  young 
farmers  have  come  back,  a  million  of 
them.  A  survey  of  the  Army  at  one 
time  showed  650,000  of  them,  when  they 
were  asked,  “What  do  you  want  when 
the  war  is  over  in  the  way  of  an  eco¬ 
nomic  opportunity?”  saying,  “A  chance 
on  the  land.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
five  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HAYS.  These  young  men  came 
back,  some  of  them  4-H  Club  gradutes, 
some  of  them  agricultural  students. 
We  are  spending  now  under  the  GI  bill 
of  rights  millions  of  dollars  to  equip 
them  through  vocational  training  for 
farming  pursuits,  yet  we  would  say  by 
this  action  that  they  are  not  to  have 
the  credit  that  is  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  utilize  to  a  maximum  degree  the 
capabilities  developed  by  the  GI  pro¬ 
gram. 

We  are  not  stopping  the  GI  loans  for 
the  city  veteran.  I  regret  to  make  this 
reference,  but  we  are  going  right  ahead 
with  business  loans.  If  the  veteran 
wants  a  radio  shop  he  gets  a  loan,  and 


if  he  wants  to  finance  a  new  business 
he  gets  a  loan,  but  the  committee  says 
that  he  cannot  have  a  farm,  not  now, 
under  this  beneficent  program. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur¬ 
ther? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Possibly 
the  only  thing  we  have  to  offer  in  that 
connection  is  the  Cunningham  bill,  that 
has  been  in  the  hopper  for  several  weeks 
now.  I  do  not  remember  all  its  provi¬ 
sions,  but  as  I  recall,  it  conforms  to  the 
Bankhead-Jones  provisions.  It  applies 
only  to  veterans,  if  I  remember  correctly. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Yes;  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  his  contribution.  He  has  helped 
me  very  much  by  these  references.  But 
no  law  will  help  if  appropriations  are 
withheld. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama.  A  study  of 
rural-population  indexes  shows  that  to¬ 
day  the  per  capita  acreage  is  increasing, 
that  is,  the  large  farm  is  getting  larger 
as  time  goes  on,  and  we  are  not  making 
proper  inducements  to  the  small-farm 
operator. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Yes;  I  am  glad  to  have 
that  pointed  out.  That  undoubtedly  is 
the  trend. 

I  anticipate  that  the  committee  will 
say  that  they  do  not  want  to  encourage 
land  inflation.  That  is  in  the  report.  I 
recognize  that  danger.  I  agree  that  we 
would  be  unfair  to  some  applicants  to 
say,  “Here  is  a  loan,  buy  the  farm."  I 
realize  that.  Certainly  we  ought  to  give 
every  encouragement  to  the  measures 
that  are  being  advanced  for  stopping  the 
spiral  in  land  prices.  But  the  records 
show  that  the  Farmers’  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  avoided'  that  misfortune. 
There  has  been  an  increase  in  their  loans 
of  only  $13  a  farm.  They  are  handling 
the  problem  in  a  very  effective  way,  by 
cutting  out  every  element  of  speculation, 
and  by  full  use  of  their  facilities  for  land 
appraisals. 

The  War  Assets  Administration  will 
ultimately  release  3,000,000  acres  of  agri¬ 
cultural  lands  as  surplus  war  property. 
Much  of  this  land  should  be  sold  to  eligi¬ 
ble  farm  veterans.  We  should  not  de¬ 
prive  them  of  adequate  credit  facilities. 
There  are  other  sources  of  farm  land  and 
under  the  tenant-purchase  program  it 
can  be  made  available  at  terms  which 
assure  success. 

The  FHA’s  success  has  attracted  the 
veterans  who  w«h  to  engage  in  farming. 
On  April  30,  41,000  of  them  had  appli¬ 
cations  on  file.  To  meet  this  situation 
nonveteran  loans  were  suspended  in  26 
States.  The  agency  has  had  a  larger 
volume  of  applications  for  operating 
loans,  approximately  150,000  this  year, 
48,000  from  veterans.  If  the  appropria¬ 
tion  is  not  increased,  virtually  no  addi¬ 
tional  production  loans  can  be  processed. 

Now,  I  believe  that  the  Members  give 
the  Administrator,  Mr.  Lasseter,  credit 
for  a  good  performance.  He  is  following 
legislative  policy  closely  in  one  of  the 
most  difficult  jobs  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

The  Congress  should  not  handicap  the 
agency  in  its  vital  function.  I,  therefore 
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hope  the  appropriations  can  be  restored, 
as  contemplated  by  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Act  and  the  Cooley  Act. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Winstead]. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
action  of  the  subcommittee  in  this  bill 
is  deplorable.  They  have  broken  faith 
with  the  American  farmer.  I  realize 
that  reductions  must  be  made  in  expen¬ 
ditures.  Many  millions  of  dollars  have 
been  cut  off  appropriations  this  year, 
and  I  have  subscribed  to  most  of  them. 
I  feel  that  cuts  were  in  order  in  the  Agri¬ 
culture  Department,  because  certainly 
there  are  duplications  which  exist 
throughout  the  Department.  A  careful 
review  of  this  bill,  however,  discloses  that 
the  cuts  are  made  in  funds  and  there  are 
no  requirements  that  the  reductions  be 
applied  to  eliminate  duplications.  In 
fact  I  find  nothing  that  would  prevent 
the  Department  from  keeping  the  high- 
priced  administrative  and  supervisory 
personnel  and  applying  the  cuts  to  the 
jobs  of  those  in  the  local  and  county 
levels,  which  actually  render  the  service. 
In  other  words,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  cuts 
in  this  bill  are  cuts  in  services  to  the 
farmer  and  not  cuts  in  cost  of  service. 
In  several  regards  this  bill  absolutely 
breaks  faith  with  the  American  farmers. 

During  the  war  the  President,  the  Con¬ 
gress,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
urged  the  American  farmer  to  plant 
every  available  acre  to  increase  the  food 
supplies  of  not  only  the  United  States 
but  of  other  countries  of  the  world.  The 
American  farmer  heeded  that  call  and 
has  planted  many  acres  which,  under 
good  farm  practices,  would  have  been 
better  had  they  not  been  planted.  In  so 
doing  the  natural  resources  have  been 
depleted.  Recognizing  that  situation, 
the  Congress  for  some  years  past  has 
provided  for  soil-conservation  payments. 
Thus  payments  are  not,  as  some  describe, 
outright  payments  to  the  farmers  or  gifts 
from  his  Government,  but  they  are  made 
if  the  farmer  himself  will  spend  for  each 
dollar  of  Federal  payment  $2  out  of  his 
own  pocket  for  the  protection  of  the  fer¬ 
tility  of  the  soil.  In  other  words,  if  the 
farmer  spends  $3  out  of  his  own  pocket 
to  protect  this  land,  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  paid  $1  on  the  basis  that 
the  Federal  Government,  and  those  to 
come  after  us,  have  an  interest  in  this 
great  natural  resource — our  soil. 

I  believe  this  is  a  good  program  but 
whether  it  is  a  good  program  or  not,  in¬ 
sofar  as  this  appropriation  bill  is  con¬ 
cerned,  we  made  an  outright  commit¬ 
ment  to  the  American  farmer  last  year 
when  this  bill  was  brought  up  because 
Judge  Tarver,  of  Georgia,  offered  an 
amendment  which  fixed  this  program 
at  $300,000,000  for  this  calendar  year, 
funds  for  which  must  be  included  in  this 
bill.  Judge  Tarver  at  that  time  was 
chairman  of  this  committee.  He  stated 
that  he  was  offering  the  amendment  so 
that  it  could  not  be  misunderstood  or  so 
there  would  be  no  mistake  in  the  matter. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  announced 
such  program  after  the  bill  of  last  year 
became*  the  law.  The  various  AAA 
offices  of  the  States,  of  the  counties  and 
communities  announced  programs  based 
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on  such  figures.  Action  has  already 
been  taken.  The  programs  have  been 
acted  upon,  the  farmers  have  done  their 
part,  and  now  when  this  committee  re¬ 
duces  such  appropriation  almost  in  half 
it  is  breaking  a  commitment  which  has 
been  entered  into  and  on  which  the 
American  farmers  have  relied.  Mr. 
Chairman,  although  I  did  not  share  in 
the  opinion,  I  recall  in  recent  weeks 
when  Members  of  the  Congress,  includ¬ 
ing  those  on  the  Republican  side  of  the 
aisle,  advocated  supplying  to  Russia 
certain  lend-lease  materials  and  certain 
industrial  plants,  even  though  Russia 
had  failed  in  many  instances  to  carry 
out  her  agreements,  all  because  they 
contended  we  had  made  a  commitment. 
But  here  today  we  find  many  of  that 
same  crowd  recommending  that  we 
break  our  commitment  to  the  American 
farmer,  who  has  fulfilled  his  agreement 
100  percent. 

I  believe  that  this  type  of  program 
should  be  greatly  reduced.  The  de¬ 
mands  for  food  and  for  working  every 
available  acre,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  will  let 
up  in  the  next  few  years.  This  program 
should  be  tapered  off,  farmers  will  learn 
the  value  of  protecting  the  soil  them¬ 
selves  and  have  done  so,  but  certainly 
insofar  as  this  year  is  concerned  we  are 
obligated  to  carry  out  oiir  commitment. 

A  study  of  this  bill  shows  that  the 
administrative  expenses  of  the  REA  have 
been  reduced  approximately  one-third. 
We  all  know  that  through  the  war  prac¬ 
tically  no  expansion  of  this  system  was 
made.  The  war  effort  required  so  many 
of  the  materials  that  all  of  us  in  Congress 
have  had  to  write  many  letters  advising 
that'  materials  and  equipment  were 
unavailable  to  provide  such  extensions. 
Each  time  I  had  to  write  such  a  letter  I 
realized  it  was  deplorable  that  this  was 
the  condition,  because  I  know,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  that  nothing  could  be  more  helpful 
to  farm  life  and  farm  people  than  to  see 
that  electricity  is  available  in  the  home 
and  about  the  farm.  Now  that  the  war 
is  over  and  plans  are  being  made  to 
expand  the  REA  lines,  now  that  the 
local  directors  would  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  expand  their  systems  and  carry 
this  splendid  service  to  thousands  of 
other  farmers,  we  find  this  committee,  or 
the  majority  of  this  committee,  coming 
in  with  the  report  which  will  seriously 
cripple  the  operations  of  the  REA.  We 
all  know  that  when  an  application  is 
made  from  a  local  REA  it  must  be  proc¬ 
essed  by  the  National  Administration. 
We  know  that  the  office  here  must  supply 
engineering  advice  and  must  help  in 
securing  supplies.  We  are  almost 
altogether  dependent  upon  the  REA  office 
to  see  to  it  that  the  new  lines  are  placed 
on  an  area  basis  so  that  in  the  future 
still  additional  lines  may  be  extended  so 
that  eventually  all  farms  may  have  the 
benefit  of  cheap  electricity.  Certainly, 
the  Republican  members  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  are  going  to  have  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  keeping  thousands  of  these 
farm  homes  from  having  electricity,  but 
It  is  still  more  important  these  farm 
families  living  in  those  homes  will  not 
have  tlie  benefit  of  this  great  program  to 
make  their  lot  a  little  easier,  their  lives 
a  little  brighter.  I  believe  that  by  all 
means  this  committee  today  should 


adopt  an  amendment  replacing  this  ad¬ 
ministrative  fund  so  that  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  can  put  on 
full  steam  and  expand  this  system  just  as 
rapidly  as  possible. 

Also,  I  notice  from  this  bill  that  the 
Republican  members  of  the  committee 
have  provided  for  the  repeal  of  section 
32  funds.  These  section  32  funds  are 
made  available  under  the  act  of  1935  as 
amended,  wherein  30  percent  of  the 
customs  revenue  from  competitive  agri¬ 
cultural  products  brought  into  this 
country  shall  be  set  aside  for  the  use  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  assist 
in  the  support  of  American  grown  agri¬ 
cultural  products  and  in  their  utilization. 
Over  the  last  10-year  period  these  funds, 
which  under  the  basic  law  belong  to 
Agriculture,  have  served  to  bale  out  the 
wheat  farmer,  the  poultry  farmer,  the 
fruit  grower,  the  corn  farmer  and  the 
cotton  farmer.  To  take  away  these 
funds  now  is  in  effect  to  repeal  one  of 
the  great  substantive  laws  which  has 
kept  agriculture  on  an  even  basis  with 
other  industries.  I  certainly  hope  that 
this  House  will  review  the  action  of  the 
majority  of  this  committee  and  strike 
out  this  effort  to  repeal  section  32  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act. 

This  report  also  strikes  out  all  tenant 
purchase  loans,  all  land  purchases  under 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration. 
This  organization  has  outstanding  over- 
$800,000,000  in  loans  now,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  funds  are  reduced  to  the  extent 
that  it  is  my  information  that  the  losses 
may  run  as  high  as  $50,000,000  for  lack 
of  provision  under  the  bill  to  handle  out¬ 
standing  loans.  The  entire  land  pur¬ 
chase  program  is  stricken  from  the  bill. 
This  means  that  the  veterans,  35,000  of 
them,  whose  applications  are  now  being 
processed  will  have  no  opportunity  for 
a  year  at  least  to  become  home  owners, 
yet  funds  were  made  available  and  other 
citizens  were  permitted  to  buy  through 
the  years  that  these  boys  were  in  the 
service  and  now  that  they  are  back  and 
want  to  buy,  this  committee  says  no 
funds  shall  be  made  available. 

This-  bill  fails  in  another  particular, 
Mr.  Chairman.  We  all  recall  that  just 
a  few  years  ago  we  were  burdened  with 
great  surpluses  of  agricultural  products. 
While  today  practically  everything  that 
is  grown  can  be  utilized  either  here  or 
abroad,  in  just  a  few  years  we  know  that 
surpluses  will  again  trouble  us.  We  will 
have  too  much  corn,  too  much  wheat, 
too  much  cotton,  and  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  Act  provides  that  the 
Federal  Government  guarantees  either 
to  purchase  or  to  lend  up  to  90  percent 
of  parity  on  such  products.  Thus  we  can 
easily  see  that  it  is  highly  desirable  that 
every  effort  be  made  to  fully  utilize  these 
surpluses  in  agriculture  products,  be¬ 
cause  to  utilize  them  will  be  to  prevent 
the  Federal  Government  from  having  to 
purchase  or  lend  money  on  them  and  in 
the  long  run  will  be  cheaper. 

We  know  the  value  of  research,  we 
have  seen  it  in  hybrid  corn,  we  have  seen 
it  in  the  improved  cotton  seed,  and  in 
practically  every  phase  of  agriculture. 
Under  the  Hope-Flanagan  bill,  providing 
for  research  and  utilization  and  market¬ 
ing  of  agricultural  products,  $19,000,000 
was  provided  for  the  next  fiscal  year. 


Yet  this  committee,  after  first  refusing 
to  make  any  appropriation,  has  recom¬ 
mended  only  $6,000,000.  It  is  my  judg¬ 
ment  that  this  sum  should  be  increased 
to  at  least  $9,500,000  because  each  dollar 
spent  in  research  and  utilization  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products  will  probably  save 
many  times  that  much  in  causing  such 
products  to  be  used  the  coming  year  and 
in  keeping  it  out  of  the  category  of 
surplus. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  attempted  to 
point  out  wherein  this  bill  is  very  de¬ 
structive.  As  I  stated  at  the  outset,  one 
of  the  greatest  disappointments  in  this 
bill  is  in  the  fact  that  it  does  not  cut  out 
duplications  and  does  not  require  the 
reduction  in  pei'sonnel  In  the  national 
and  district  offices  as  it  should.  I  am 
sure  that  the  Department  will  reduce 
personnel  due  to  the  fact  that  funds  are 
simply  not  available,  but  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  bill  which  will  prevent  the 
Department  from  applying  the  cuts  in 
the  field  and  to  the  employee  at  the  local 
level  who  actually  renders  the  service  to 
the  farmers,  and  retain  the  high-priced 
supervisory  personnel.  No,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  not  opposed  to  reductions  in 
appropriation,  but  I  think  they  should 
be- applied  in  the  right  place  and  in  such 
way  as  to  cut  out  duplication.  The 
American  farmer  is  not  receiving  too 
much  service.  The  cost  of  the  service 
that  he  does  get  is  too  great  and  it  is 
there  that  these  reductions  should  have 
been  made.  I  think  that  one  little  thing 
in  this  bill  will  indicate  what  the  Re¬ 
publican  majority  has  had  in  mind.  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  getting  a  new 
limousine,  but  the  American  farmer  is 
getting  50  percent  reduction  in  service 
in  the  payments  which  he  has  earned 
under  an  outright  contract  between  his 
Government  and  himself.  The  Repub¬ 
licans  have  a  majority  of  the  votes  in 
the  Congress,  but  certainly  they  will 
make  a  serious  mistake  not  to  accept  the 
amendments  which  will  be  offered  by  our 
party  to  correct  the  tragic  provisions  of 
this  bill,  which  I  have  pointed  out.  A 
more  patriotic,  hard-working  group  than 
the  American  farmer  does  not  exist. 
Certainly,  I  for  one  expect  to  keep  faith 
with  him. 

(Mr.  HAYS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Allen]. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  most  of  us  from  agricultural  dis¬ 
tricts  are  greatly  disappointed  in  this 
bill.  I  think  every  Member  of  the  House 
who  represents  an'  agricultural  district 
knows  that. 

Our  farmers  have  probably  reached 
the  most  stable  basis  in  American  agri¬ 
culture.  We  have  made  great  progress. 
We  have  made  progress  when  it  comes 
to  conserving  our  soil.  We  have  made 
progress  in  improving  our  pastures.  We 
have  made  progress  in  greater  yields  per 
acre.  We  are  rotating  crops,  terracing 
lands,  conserving  soils,  reforesting  mar¬ 
ginal  lands,  dredging  low  lands,  and 
making  the  greatest  progress  in  our 
history.  I  think  it  can  be  said  without 
any  fear  of  successful  contradiction  that 
American  agriculture  now  is  upon  the 
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firmest  foundation  in  American  history. 
But  along  comes  this  bill.  I  do  not  want 
any  mistake  made  about  it.  I  have 
never  indulged  in  partisan  policies  on 
this  floor,  but  I  want  the  farmers  to  know 
and  I  want  the  country  to  know  that 
this  is  a  Republican  bill.  It  is  the  prod¬ 
uct  of  Republican  brains,  and  I  think 
that  some  of  our  friends  on  the  left  who 
can  now  take-  full  credit  for  it,  should 
pause  to  think.  The  farmers  are  going 
to  know  what  political  party  is  responsi¬ 
ble  for  this  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
briefly. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  may  be  a  Republican 
bill  or  any  other  bill,  but  I  am  going  to 
support  it  because  it  is  going  to  save 
thousands  of  GI’s  from  going  into  bank¬ 
ruptcy,  due  to  the  reckless  loaning  of 
money  to  the  GI’s  by  a  Government  that 
is  just  a  do-good  outfit. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  1  did  not  yield  for  a  speech.  I  have 
the  gentleman’s  statement  and  I  am  not 
surprised  at  his  going  along  with  his 
Republican  leaders  in  supporting  this 
bill  to  cut  the  American  farmers.  The 
gentleman  usually  goes  along  with  his 
party. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  have  time  to 
discuss  everything  in  the  bill  that  I  would 
like  to  discuss,  but  there  are  some  cuts 
in  the  bill  that  are  so  hurtful,  some  cuts 
in  this  bill  that  stick  out  like  a  sore 
thumb,  that  I  am  constrained  to  devote 
my  short  time  to  those  matters. 

Of  course,  the  bill  as  a  whole,  if  we 
might  use  Shakespeare’s  language,  “is 
the  most  unkindest  cut  of  all.’’  I  do  not 
know  of  a  single  agency  in  the  Federal 
Government  that  has  suffered  so  much 
at  the  hands  of  this  Republican-con¬ 
trolled  Congress  as  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  I  know  of  no  group  that 
has  suffered  so  much  and  will  suffer  so 
gxeatly  as  the  man  between  the  plow 
handles,  as  the  result  of  this  bill.  Why 
should  this  happen  to  the  farmers?  As 
one  who  was  born  and  reared  on  a  farm 
and  who  now  lives  on  a  farm,  I  protest 
the  treatment  of  the  farmer  by  the  Re¬ 
publican  leadership  in  this  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  under  the  question  of 
soil  conservation,  they  have  cut  the  item 
for  soil  conservation  research — that  Is 
something  that  every  man  who  is  in¬ 
terested  in  the  United  States  should  be 
interested  in,  every  man  in  the  city  ought 
to  be  interested  in,  planning  to  make  this 
country  greater,  agriculturally  speak¬ 
ing — and  to  do  that  we  ought  not  cut 
out  the  very  vital  element  of  research. 
We  must  have  knowledge.  It  is  the 
foundation  of  our  great  agricultural 
progress.  Our  new  knowledge  has  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  bountiful  crops  we  now 
have — great  crops — great  yields — na¬ 
tional  agricultural  security.  Yet  this 
great  subcommittee  in  the  Eightieth 
Congress  has  seen  fit  to  cut  this  item, 
not  by  10  percent  or  20  percent  or  30 
percent,  but  by  52  percent. 

I  have  read  the  report.  I  know  the 
philosophy  under  which  the  committee, 
or  perhaps  I  should  say  the  distinguished 
chairman,  the  affable  gentleman  from 
Illinois  cut  this  item.  But  I  disagree 
with  the  committee  and  with  the  chair¬ 


man  in  this.  We  must  continue  to  have 
research  and  experimentation  for  our 
farmers  just  as  we  have  in  other  phases 
of  vital  American  life.  This  cut  of  52 
percent  is  too  deep,  to  say  the  least. 

In  the  Conservation  Service,  in  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  they  have  made  a 
cut  of  12  y2  percent,  but  that  cut  is  based 
upon  the  number  of  soil-conservation 
districts  we  had  last  year.  If  you  con¬ 
sider  the  number  of  districts,  1,838, 
which  we  had  at  the  time  of  the  writing 
of  the  bill  last  year,  it  is  a  cut  of  121/2 
percent,  but  we  have  200  more  districts 
now  and  the  districts  are  now  increasing 
at  the  rate  of  about  20  a  month.  I  am 
informed  that  if  you  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  districts  as  they  now  stand  the 
cut  is  about  22  percent.  That  means  a 
lack  of  personnel  out  in  the  field.  I 
believe  in  economy,  but  if  you  are  going 
to  cut  out  the  man  who  goes  out  to  the 
farm  to  help  the  farmer,  goes  out  and 
helps  the  one-gallus  farmers,  what  can 
you  expect  in  this  country?  The  field 
personnel  help  in  many  farm  programs 
and  this  cut  means  less  help  for  the 
farmer.  I  do  not  like  that  cut. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  now  to  talk  very 
briefly  about  another  cut  in  this  bill 
which  is  very  bad.  In  1946  when  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
Mr.  Tarver,  took  this  floor  and  offered 
his  amendment  to  fix  the  triple  A  pay¬ 
ments  or  soil  conservation  payments  at 
$300,000,000,  it  was  adopted  in  this  House 
overwhelmingly.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  then,  as  is  revealed  by  the  record, 
put  the  House  on  notice  that  it  was  estab¬ 
lishing  a  precedent,  that  it  was  establish¬ 
ing  a  fixed  sum  and  he  warned  the 
House  that  if  they  did  not  want  to  do 
that  then  was  the  time  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  It  goes  even  fur¬ 
ther.  It  goes  so  far  as  to  fix  it  by  statu¬ 
tory  law.  It  becomes  law. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  That  is  just 
what  I  am  getting  to. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Very  briefly. 

Mr.  GORE.  And  when  the  Congress 
took  that  action  it  made  a  commitment 
with  the  farmers  of  the  country.  Fol¬ 
lowing  that  action  the  pi'ograms  have 
been  signed,  the  farmers  have  entered 
into  the  operation  of  the  program,  yet 
now  we  are  breaking  faith,  we  are  re¬ 
neging  on  that  contract. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  I  thank  the 
gentleman.  That  is  what  I  was  just 
coming  to. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  No;  my 
time  is  short;  I  yielded  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  once,  and  I  ask  him  please  to  let  me 
continue  with  my  remarks. 

At  that  time  Mr.  Tarver,  in  presenting 
his  amendment,  said  this : 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  presenting  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
the  question  to  which  I  made  reference  a 
few  moments  ago;  that  is,  whether  or  not  you 
are  going  to  authorize  for  the  crop  year  1947 
prog^j^m  $300,000,000.  I  am  presenting  it  in 
language  which  is  so  definite  in  character  as 
to  admit  of  no  misconstruction.  It  la  the 
time  now  to  decide  whether  you  want  to  re¬ 


duce  the  1947  crop-year  program,  not  next 
year  after  the  plans  of  the  Department  and 
those  of  State  AAA  authorities  and  the  farm¬ 
ers  have  already  been  completed.  If  we  want 
to  reduce  it,  reduce  it  now  and  reject  my 
amendment  and  offer  some  other  amendment 
to  indicate  a  lower  figure. 

But  if  you  want  to  fix  it  definitely  and  in 
such  form  as  to  enable  the  farmers  of  the 
country  to  rely  upon  it  implicitly  so  that  even 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  cannot  disregard 
it,  then  adopt  the  amendment  which  I  have 
offered. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  said  in  submitting 
the  amendment  and  it  is  written  into  the 
act.  We  Democrats  consider  this  a  sol¬ 
emn  obligation  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Acting  upon  that,  allo¬ 
cations  were  made  to  the  various  States. 
An  allocation  was  made  to  the  State  of 
Louisiana  and  all  others  and  that  alloca¬ 
tion,  that  money,  in  the  various  States 
has  already  been  largely  allocated  and 
taken  up  in  effect  in  the  numerous  States. 
In  the  State  of  Louisiana  on  April  30 
there  had  been  allocated  of  its  allotment 
69  percent. 

What  are  we  going  to  do?  Along 
comes  this  committee,  speaking  for  the 
Republican  Party  in  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  and  says,  “We  know  in  effect  that 
the  Congress  did  that,  but  one  Congress 
cannot  bind  another  Congress.’’  There 
is  no  disputing  the  fact  that  one  Con¬ 
gress  cannot  bind  another  Congress,  but, 
Mr.  Chairman,  one  Congress  can  write 
a  solemn  commitment  and  we  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  take  the  view  that  this 
was  a  commitment  and  we  want  and 
urge  this  Congress  to  live  up  to  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  are  we  going  to 
do?  What  is  the  American  farmer  go¬ 
ing  to  expect  in  the  future?  What  can 
the  American  farmer  rely  on?  The  Re¬ 
publican  leadership  has  gone  back  on 
this  1946  amendment  and  declines  to 
give  the  American  farmer  Ihis  fund 
which  we  think  the  last  Congress  prac¬ 
tically  committed.  We  take  the  position 
that  this  is  an  obligation,  a  commitment 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  realizes,  of  course,  that  in  each 
and  every  contract  signed  up  this  spring 
there  is  a  clause  that  the  carrying  out 
of  the  contract  by  the  Government  de¬ 
pends  upon  the  action  of  the  Congress  in 
making  the  funds  available? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Every 
farmer,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota,  knows  that  all  these  pay¬ 
ments  depend  upon  the  money  being  ap¬ 
propriated  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  but  every  farmer  expects  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  live  up 
to  its  commitments,  even  if  the  Repub¬ 
licans  are  running  Congress.  Do  not 
forget  that  there  are  Republican  farmers 
relying  on  this  also,  and  if  this  money 
is  not  made  available  to  them  they 
should  know  who  is  doing  it  to  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  I  had  time  to  go 
ahead  and  discuss  briefly  other  things. 
The  school -lunch  program  has  been  cut 
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from  $75,000,000  to  $45,000,000.  That 
goes  into  the  stomachs  of  the  poor  chil¬ 
dren  out  in  the  country.  You  have  seen 
fit  to  cut  it.  Oh,  yes,  you  can  vote  to 
send  things  to  Europe,  but  some  of  you 
cannot  vote  to  fill  the  stomachs  of  the 
poor  hungry  child.  I  hope  you  will  vote 
to  correct  this  situation  and  provide 
funds  for  thes<»  school  lunches. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  There  were  re¬ 
corded  here  the  other  day  only  86  votes 
against  sending  $350,000,000  more  to 
Europe. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
right,  and  most  of  the  gentlemen  on  the 
right  and  the  left  voted  for  it. 

Now,  I  want  to  discuss  something  else 
here  very  briefly  in  conclusion,  and  that 
is  section  32  funds.  More  than  10  years 
ago  this  Congress  went  on  record  and  ar¬ 
ranged  through  our  imports  to  get  a  cer¬ 
tain  fund.  Everybody  in  this  House 
knows  about  it.  That  fund  was  also 
solemnly  dedicated,  but  we  have  seen  the 
spectacle  in  this  House  in  the  good  year 
of  1947  that  this  august  body  voted  in 
effect  a  few  minutes  ago  and  probably 
will  vote  again  later,  because  you  have 
the  votes  to  do  it  with  and  v.'e  recognize 
that  to  take  section  32  funds  from  the 
farmer  entirely.  We  recognize  the  fact 
that  the  Republican  steam  roller  is  roll¬ 
ing  along  smoothly  and  it  will  probably 
roll  along  smoothly  on  this  bill.  But,  you 
have  seen  fit  to  cut  that  fund  out.  You 
have  seen  fit  to  take  that  fund  from  the 
great  American  farmer,  and  you  have  got 
the  votes  to  do  it  with.  Gentlemen,  that 
is  the  farmer’s  money.  That  is  a  sort  of 
sacred  fund.  That  fund  has  a  solemn 
dedication,  and  we  have  throughout  the 
years  recognized  that.  The  Democratic 
Congresses  never  wavered  from  the  com¬ 
mitments  of  1935,  but  here  in  this  good 
time  of  1947  it  is  being  snatched  away, 
ruthlessly  taken  away  from  the  American 
farmers.  I  do  not  think  that  our  farmers 
are  going  to  like  that.  Even  Republican 
farmers  are  not  going  to  like  that. 

I  do  not  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
farmer  who  gets  up  before  daylight  and 
works  into  the  night,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  young  men  coming  back  from  the 
armed  services  who  helped'  to  win  this 
war  and  who  are  going  back  to  the  farms 
and  who  have  to  work  early  and  late  as 
I  did  back  there,  I  do  not  think  that  they 
are  going  to  like  it  and  I  plead  with  you 
not  to  do  this.  The  late  Senator  Borah, 
a  great  Republican,  I  understand  offered 
the  amendment  for  the  section  32  funds, 
and  yet  in  1947  under  the  leadership  of 
his  party,  the  great  work  of  Borah  is 
stricken  down. 

I  plead  that  we  may  forget  partisanship 
and  stand  by  our  farmei's.  North,  South, 
East,  and  West.  This  is  a  national  prob¬ 
lem.  Agriculture  must  be  sustained.  Let 
us  note  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  to  re¬ 
store  these  funds  to  the  American 
farmer. 

I  appeal  to  this  House  to  rectify  this 
great  injustice  to  producing  America. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Davis], 


(Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DA'VTS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  success¬ 
fully  disputed  that  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  has  wasted  billions  of  dollars  in 
the  past  10  to  15  years.  It  cannot  be 
disputed  that  a  great  deal  of  money  has 
been  spent  unnecessarily.  It  is  cer¬ 
tainly  time  that  this  Government  should 
about  face  and  economize  wherever  pos¬ 
sible,  in  order  that  the  heavy  tax  burden 
now  being  borne  by  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  be  reduced,  and  in  order  that  the 
tremendous  public  debt  of  approximately 
$260,000  000,000  be  reduced  as  rapidly 
as  possible. 

I  expect  to  cooperate  with  economy- 
minded  representatives  in  Congress,  to 
that  end,  whether  they  be  Democrats  or 
Republicans.  I  firmly  believe  that  gov¬ 
ernmental  expenditures  should  be 
sharply  curtailed,  that  taxes  should  be 
reduced  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  that 
the  public  debt  should  be  reduced  as 
rapidly  as  possible. 

I  do  not  believe,  however,  that  this 
appropriation  btil  which  we  are  con¬ 
sidering  today  should  pass  as  it  has  been 
reported  out  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee.  Before  we  vote  on  this  very 
important  measure,  I  want  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee  and  of  the 
House,  that,  at  the  present  rate  of  soil 
erosion,  about  one  hundred  and  seven 
million  acres,  or  approximately  25  per¬ 
cent  of  our  farm  land,  is  deteriorating 
rapidly.  That  is  to  say,  the  fertility  of 
our  soil  and  the  top  soil  itself,  is  being 
depleted  by  the  growth  of  soil -depleting 
crops  and  by  erosion  caused  by  rainfall 
and  dust  storms.  The  experts  who  make 
it  their  business  to  know  the  facts  con¬ 
cerning  soil  depletion  and  soil  erosion, 
state  that  unless  this  approximately  one- 
fourth  of  our  crop  land  is  treated  within 
the  next  13  years — by  1960 — it  will  be 
irreparably  damaged,  and  that  it  will  be 
too  late  to  take  remedial  steps  after  1960 
for  this  one-fourth  portion  of  our  crop 
land. 

In  addition  to  that,  there  is  another 
portion  of  our  cropland  which  is  rapidly 
eroding.  More  than  110,000.000  acres  of 
our  cropland  is  eroding  in  such  a  serious 
way  that  its  productive  capacity  will  be 
•permanently  impaired  unless  that  acre¬ 
age  is  treated  within  23  years  from  this 
time — by  1970. 

In  the  first  part  of  April  this  year,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  fact  that  I  realized  that  the 
preservation  of  our  top  soil  and  our  pro¬ 
ductive  cropland  is  of  vital  importance 
to  all  of  us,  I  asked  the  Legislative  Ref¬ 
erence  Service  of  the  Library  of  Congress 
to  give  me  a  report  of  croplands  which 
would  show  the  rate  per  annum  at  which 
our  soil  resources  are  being  depleted, 
and  which  would  show  whether  the  rate 
of  depletion  is  decreasing  or  increasing, 
comparing  the  present-day  rate  with 
the  rate  10  years  ago,  and  25  years  ago. 
On  May  1,  1947, 1  was  furnished  this  re¬ 
port.  It  shows  that  the  rate  of  deple¬ 
tion  by  erosion  on  unprotected  land  is 
increasing  with  evei’y  .year  of  use.  It 
shows  on  conservation-protected  land, 
an  entirely  different  situation;  that  is, 
that  on  conservation-protected  land. 
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the  rate  of  depletion  is  decreasing  rap¬ 
idly,  and  there  is  little,  if  any,  loss  of 
soil  from  such  land  for  such  time  as  the 
protection  is  maintained.  This  report 
shows,  however,  that  approximately  90 
percent  of  the  farm  land  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  erosion,  is  still  without  adequate 
protection. 

For  the  country  as  a  whole,  then,  the 
total  depletion  is  reduced  as  the  acreage 
of  completely  treated  land  is  increased. 
This  report  shows  that  the  rate  of  ero¬ 
sion  is  increasing,  but  the  area  in  which 
erosion  is  taking  place  is  being  reduced 
as  the  conservation  treatment  pro¬ 
gresses.  This  reduction  of  area  in 
which  erosion  is  taking  place  has  been 
due  in  large  measure  to  the  soil-conser¬ 
vation  program  of  the  Agriculture  De¬ 
partment  of  our  Government. 

The  report  which  I  mentioned  above 
gives  the  further  important  information 
that  about  500,000  acres  of  former  crop 
land  is  being  ruined  each  year  as  the 
result  of  erosion,  and  is  rendered  useless 
for  any  further  practical  cultivation. 
Surely  these  facts  are  sufficient  to  im¬ 
press  thinking  people  with  the  fact  that 
a  continuation  of  the  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  of  our  Department  of  Agriculture 
is  very  necessary. 

I  believe  that  this  report  which  was 
furnished  me  by  the  Legislative  Refer¬ 
ence  Seiwice  of  the  Library  of  Congress, 
is  conservative.  I  believe  that  it  is  re¬ 
liable.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  exag¬ 
gerated.  I  asked  for  it  so  that  I  might 
have  the  facts  to  make  up  my  own  mind 
when  the  question  of  contimiing  this  soil 
conservation  program  came  up  in  the 
House.  The  financing  of  this  soil  con¬ 
servation  program,  in  my  opinion,  is  an 
instance  of  money  well  spent  by  the 
Government. 

In  the  time  allotted  to  me,  I  cannot, 
of  course,  begin  to  cover  the  many  items 
contained  in  this  appropriation  bill. 
There  is  one  other  item,  however,  which 
I  wish  to  discuss  more  or  less  briefly. 
That  is  the  school-lunch  program. 

Again  I  wish  to  state  that  I  expect  to 
cooperate  with  all  those  who  want  to  run 
the  Government  economically.  But  if  an 
item  is  appropriate  for  Government 
financing,  why  not  finance  it  adequately? 
This  is  not  an  issue  that  ought  to  be 
staddled.  Either  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram  is  a  good  program  or  it  is  a  bad 
program. 

The  Appropriations  Committee,  by 
their  action  in  setting  up  $45,000,000  for 
the  school-lunch  program,  has  endorsed 
it,  and  given  it  the  committee’s  approval. 
Forty-five  million  dollars,  however,  is  not 
enough  to  finance  the  program  for  the 
coming  school  year.  Seventy-five  million 
dollars  is  the  amount  needed.  Even  with 
$75,000,000  appropriated  for  the  school 
year  which  ends  June  30,  1947.  we  still 
lacked  $6,000,000  of  completely  financing 
the  program  for  this  current  school  year. 
It  was  necessary  to  go  through  a  battle 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  on  April  1  to  get 
this  additional  $6,000,000  to  carry  the 
program  through  the  school  year.  If  we 
are  going  to  finance  the  program,  why 
not  finance  it  at  one  time  and  eliminate 
all  the  hurly-burly  and  scurrying  around 
and  fighting  on  the  floor  of  the  House  be¬ 
tween  those  who  favor  the  program  and 
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those  who  oppose  it,  as  we  had  to  do  on 
April  1  to  get  this  little  deficiency 
balance? 

How  is  it  consistent  to  vote  for  forty- 
five  million  and  refuse  to  vote  for  $75,- 
000,000? 

I  do  not  thin^  it  is  necessary  to  reit¬ 
erate  and  argue  here  that  this  school- 
lunch  program  means  better  health  for 
school  children  through  defeating  mal¬ 
nutrition.  There  are  many  children 
throughout  the  United  States  who  do 
not  receive  balanced  meals  at  home, 
but  who  through  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram  have  been  able  to  receive  one 
complete,  balanced  meal  per  day.  This 
means  a  great  improvement  in  health. 
It  means  that  the  general  health  and 
well-being  of  the  childi'en  have  improved, 
and  that  the  children  actually  make 
better  grades  when  they  receive  this  bal¬ 
anced  lunch  at  school.  The  improve¬ 
ment  in  their  physical  condition  will  go 
with  them  throughout  their  entire  lives. 

In  this  connection,  I  cannot  help  re¬ 
membering  one  of  the  first  speeches  I 
heard  here  when  I  became  a  Member 
of  Congress  in  January.  I  well  remem¬ 
ber  that  on  January  8,  which  was  the 
third  day  the  House  held  sessions  at 
the  present  term,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  which  brought  out  the 
present  bill,  took  the  floor  of  the 
House  and  made  quite  a  lengthy  speech, 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  to  the  very  large 
proporation  of  young  men  examined 
for  military  service  who  were  found 
unfit  physically.  He  gave  the  actual 
figures  and  the  percentages  in  every 
State  in  the  Union  and  this  can  be 
found  on  page  196  of  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  under  date  of  January  8, 
1947.  The  percentage  of  young  men 
rejected  for  military  service  because  of 
physical  unfitness  ranged  from  23.1  per¬ 
cent  in  Utah,  which  was  the  lowest,  to 
44.2  percent  in  South  Carolina,  which 
was  the  highest.  In  the  gentleman’s 
speech  he  pointed  out  that  the  principal 
causes  for  rejection  were  eye  defects,  de¬ 
fective  teeth,  defective  feet,  and  heart 
ailments. 

It  is  well  known  that  a  proper,  bal¬ 
anced  diet  is  a  great  contributing  factor 
to  good  eyesight,  good  teeth,  good  bones, 
and  robust  physical  development.  On 
January  8  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen]  was  greatly  concerned 
about  the  physical  fitness  of  our  young 
men  for  military  service.  We  should 
be  greatly  concerned  now  about  the  phys¬ 
ical  fitness  of  our  young  people.  It  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  our  future 
security  that  our  young  men  and  young 
women  should  be  strong,  healthy,  and 
physically  fit.  One  of  the  cheapest  and 
most  effective  ways  in  which  we  can  as¬ 
sure  this  physical  fitness  is  to  provide 
them  the  proper  food  which  they  will 
get  thi'ough  this  school-lunch  program, 
which,  in  the  long  run,  is  money  well 
spent  and  money  well  applied. 

I  especially  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  in  the  House  to  the  analysis 
of  funds  for  the  national  school-lunch 
program,  as  submitted  by  State  educa¬ 
tional  agencies,  which  was  placed  in  the 
Congressional  Record  on  February  17, 
1947,  by  Senator  Aiken.  This  table  shows 


that  the  school-lunch  program  is  wel¬ 
comed  throughout  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
children  of  Illinois,  the  home  State  of 
the  gentleman  who  is  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  reporting  this  appro¬ 
priation  bill  out,  have  written  letters  to 
me  asking  me  to  support  the  school- 
lunch  program.  I  have  had  similar  re¬ 
quests  from  many  sections  of  the  United 
States.  In  this  analysis  of  funds  on  page 
1117  of  the  Congressional  Record  is 
given  a  complete  tabulation  of  the 
amounts  allotted  to  each  State.  It  is 
something  every  Member  should  read 
and  study. 

How  can  we  refuse  to  continue  this 
program  on  an  adequate  basis,  in  the 
face  of  the  fact  that  we  are  sending  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  of  dollars  all  over  the 
face  of  the  earth,  that  we  are  subsidizing 
users  of  the  mail  by  paying  a  part  of 
their  postage  expense,  that  we  are  sub¬ 
sidizing  ocean  traffic,  air  traffic,  and 
other  items  considered  to  be  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interests? 

I  have  heard  it  said  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  that  the 
States  have  plenty  of  money  and  ought 
to  finance  this  program  themselves.  On 
one  occasion,  at  the  very  time  this  con¬ 
tention  was  being  mad^  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York,  a  strike  of  school 
teachers  was  going  on  in  the  gentleman’s 
own  home  State,  which  in  itself  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  State  was  not  financing  its 
school  program,  and  I  presume  because 
of  lack  of  funds.  Certainly  they  would 
not  refuse  to  pay  the  teachers  if  they 
had  the  money.  We  cannot  insist  that 
money  be  taken  from  funds  needed  for 
school  teachers’  salaries  and  apply  it  to 
the  financing  of  a  school-lunch  program. 
No  one  wants  the  school  teachers  to  pay 
for  the  school-lunch  program,  which 
that  would  mean. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  20  minues  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Phillips]  . 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  very  gi’eat  confidence 
in  the  farmers  of  America.  It  would 
seem  that  I  have  a  greater  confidence 
than  the  gentleman  who  preceded  me, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  from  California  feel  that 
the  average  farmer  in  America  wants 
to  do  his  share  toward  helping  to  bal¬ 
ance  the  budget  of  this  great  Nation? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  From 
the  days  of  Cato  when  he  spoke  of  the 
farm  population  as  being  the  safest,  the 
population  most  to  be  trusted,  and  the 
population  less  given  to  intrigue,  I  think 
we  have  found  in  every  emergency  and 
especially  in  the  history  of  this  Nation, 
that  the  solution  of  that  emergency  and 
the  strength  to  meet  the  emergency  have 
come  primarily  from  the  rural  areas  of 
America. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Does  the 
gentleman  feel  that  we  on  this  subcom¬ 
mittee  or  we  in  Congress  would  be  doing 


anybody,  whether  he  be  a  veteran  or  a 
nonveteran,  a  favor  by  helping  him  to 
buy  farm  lands  today  which  are  inflated 
out  of  sight  above  their  true  value?  It 
would  simply  mean  that  that  particular 
man  would  go  broke  in  a  few  years.  I 
certainly  cannot  see  where  we  have  done 
anything  but  justice  in  eliminating  en¬ 
tirely  the  farm-tenancy  program  for 
the  present.  We  will  restore  these  loans 
when  land  prices  moderate  in  value. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Trans¬ 
lated  into  the  simple  language  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  there  is  no 
answer  but  “No.”  I  agree.  I  do  not  think 
this  House  at  any  time  desires  to  appro¬ 
priate  less  money  than  is  needed  for  the 
essential  agricultural  requirements  of 
America,  nor  does  it  wish  to  appropriate 
any  money  which  would  be  disadvan¬ 
tageous  to  the  veterans,  to  the  young 
men,  or  to  the  farmers. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HAYS.  My  reading  of  the  record 
did  not  reflect  that  there  was  any  testi¬ 
mony  offered  to  the  committee  to  the 
effect  that  the  Bankhead-Jones  loans 
are  adding  at  all  to  the  inflationary  in¬ 
fluences  in  this  country  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Will  the 
gentleman  permit  me  to  answer  that  very 
briefly? 

The  evidence  before  the  committee  was 
that  the  prices  of  farms,  such  as  those 
desired  by  the  young  men  who  would  ask 
for  a  100-percent  loan,  had  risen  to  a 
point  where  a  break  in  price  or  a  reces¬ 
sion  was  about  to  occur.  There  were  in 
many  areas  of  the  United  States  definite 
evidences  of  people  anxious  to  sell  their 
farms,  anxious  to  sell  them  under  the 
terms  of  these  100-percent  loans,  because 
by  that  means  Uncle  Sam  would  be  as¬ 
suming  the  burden  and  they  would  be 
out  from  under,  and  would  have  loaded 
them  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  veterans 
before  the  recession  went  any  further. 
That  was  very  definitely  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  had,  I  think,  the  largest  in¬ 
fluence  in  removing  that  particular  fund 
until  this  committee,  and  until  the  whole 
Congress,  could  see  just  what  situation 
develops.  I  think  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  will  agree  with  me  that  in  the 
past  this  House  has  never  been  nig¬ 
gardly  toward  the  veterans  or  toward 
the  younger  farmers  under  any  of  the 
acts  passed  by  this  House. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  will  recall  the  President’s  state¬ 
ment  last  week  which  had  a  great  influ¬ 
ence  on  the  subcommittee  in  revising 
their  estimates  on  this  particular  item. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Arkansas  is  familiar  with 
that -statement  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  we  are  in  a  dangerous 
period  for  the  purchase  of  farms,  and 
that  did  influence  the  committee. 

The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen]  and  I  as  two  members 
of  the  subcommittee  which  brought  the 
bill  to  the  floor  and  two  of  the  members  of 
that  committee  who  represent  districts 
which  are  almost  entirely  agricultural, 
have  added  to  the  subcommittee  report 
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v/hat  might  be  called  minority  reports. 
They  are  not  minority  reports  in  the 
sense  that  we  opposed  the  other  members 
of  the  com.mittee.  They  are  additional 
views,  in  which  both  of  us  separately 
have  said  that  in  our  opinion  this  bill 
is  not  cut  as  much  as  it  could  be.  Re¬ 
member  that  we  speak  for  farmers,  we 
speak  for  men  and  women  who  went  to 
the  polls  in  November  and  said  that  they 
wanted  a  sound  economy,  that  they 
wanted  a  balanced  budget,  and  that  they 
felt  that  if  we  are  to  support  the  entire 
world  in  a  style  to  which  that  world 
hopes  to  become  accustomed,  it  is  better 
for  all  of  us,  including  the  farmers  them¬ 
selves,  to  do  it  with  sound  money  and 
with  a  balanced  budget. 

We  have  here  another  one  of  the  great 
>  rambling  agencies  of  Government,  with 
no  deliberate  desire  to  grow,  but  simply 
growing  through  the  requests  of  the 
farmers  of  America,  from  a  small  agency 
to  one  v/hich  now  covers  acres  of  ground 
and  employs  70,000  people. 

So,  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  who  has  already  spoken,  that 
there  are  many  places  in  this  bill  where 
further  cuts  could  have  been  made. 

It  is  not  my  desire  to  talk  about  the 
whole  bill.  I  would  like  to  pay  my  re¬ 
spects  as  the  newest  member  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Agriculture  to  the  chair¬ 
man  and  to  the  other  members  who  did 
a  tremendously  hard  job.  It  is  not  easy 
to  cut  a  bill.  It  is  very  easy  to  appro¬ 
priate  money.  It  is  tremendously  hard 
to  cut  a  bill  and  to  cut  it  especially  in 
matters  with  which  you  are  so  closely 
associated  as  all  of  us  were. 

So  I  thought  I  v/ould  take  one  or  two 
of  the  items  that  are  in  the  bill  and  say 
a  little  about  them  and  suggest  what 
might  have  been  behind  the  cuts,  in  my 
mind  at  least,  and  in  my  vote  in  the 
subcommittee.  ■ 

The  AAA  appropriation,  that  is,  the 
payments  to  the  farmers  for  doing  things 
which  most  of  them  would  have  gladly 
done  without  the  pajunents,  and  which 
they  would  have  to  do  if  they  are  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  successful  farmers,  is  one  of 
the  items  now  which  comes  up  for  dis¬ 
cussion.  It  is  said  that  we  cut  a  great 
deal  of  money  from  that  appropriation. 
I  point  out  now  that  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  wished  to  apply  $100,000,000  of 
section  32  funds  to  those  payments,  a 
transfer  of  funds’  with  which  the  sub¬ 
committee  was  not  entirely  in  favor.  We 
actually  took  off  that  item  about 
$117,000,000. 

It  has  already  been  pointed  out,  before 
I  came  on  the  floor,  that  these  payments 
could  be  divided  into  groups  of  certain 
sizes.  There  was  some  63  percent  of  the 
total  in  checks  of  $60  or  less;  that  is,  the 
money  total.  They  went,  however,  to 
only  22  percent  of  all  the  farmers  who 
are  receiving  these  pajments.  There 
was  17  percent  in  money  total  going  to 
the  farmers  who  received  checks  of  from 
$60  to  $100.  There  was,  however,  19.31 
percent,  or  less  than  20  percent  of  the 
money,  going  to  60  percent  of  the  farmers 
in  checks  of  from  $100  up. 

I  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  anyone 
who  knows  the  farming  situation,  if  you 
do  not  agree  with  me  that  practically  all 
j  •—  of  these  farmers  would  not  only  have 


made  the  same  improvements  or  done  the 
same  work  on  their  farms  and  that  they 
would  have  done  it  without  the  payments 
from  the  Federal  Government  as  quickly 
as  they  would  have  done  it  with  the  pay¬ 
ments.  I  received  a  petition  a  year  ago 
from  one  of  my  counties  asking  us  to  stop 
these  payments,  even  though  the  signers 
were  receiving  them.  I  find  it  difficult 
to  believe  that  the  farmers  themselves 
are  doing  the  mourning  which  is  heard 
upon  the  floor 'of  this  House  today. 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  to  an  actual  con¬ 
tract,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  sent  to 
me  by  the  man  and  w'oman,  joint  owners 
of  a  farm,  for  whom  it  was  filled  out  and 
to  whom  it  was  sent.  He  senf  it  to  me 
saying  that  he  hoped  this  could  be  cut 
out  and  would  I  please  do  all  that  I  could 
to  see  it  is  eliminated. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  today  to  the  words  printed  in  very 
plain  type  on  the  front  of  this  contract  at 
a  place  where  they  could  not  possibly  be 
missed,  if  a  farmer  even  looked  at  it 
ca.sually,  in  readable  type,  and  not  in  the 
proverbial  fine  type  on  the  back  of  the 
contract  which  we  joke  about  in  insur¬ 
ance  contracts.  This  is  what  it  says : 

Payments  under  the  1947  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  program  are  subject  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  hereinafter  made  for  this  purpose  by 
the  Congress. 

The  committee  decided  that  we  could 
pay  the  people  who  w'ould  receive  $50 
le.ss  the  full  amount,  those  v/ho  would 
receive  $100  three-quarters  of  the  pay¬ 
ments,  and  those  who  would  receive  from 
$100  to  $500  half  the  amount,  and  those 
who  would  receive  over  $500  nothing  at 
all,  or  up  to  a  quarter  of  their  amount. 
We  certainly  have  fulfilled  any  obliga¬ 
tion  which  might  have  been  imposed, 
not  by  us  but  by  the  field  representatives 
of  the  Department,  for  the  .smaller 
farmers  of  the  United  States  who  have 
been  so  emotionally  spoken  about  today. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  PACE.  The  gentleman  has  read 
the  language  that  was  carried  in  the 
agreement.  Inasmuch  as  similar  lan¬ 
guage  has  been  carried  there  for  many 
years,  and  the  Congress  has  consistently 
in  past  years  met  its  obligation  and  ap¬ 
propriated  the  funds,  just  exactly  how 
far  does  the  gentleman  think  that  his 
farmer  and  my  farmer  should  go  re¬ 
garding  that  as  something  that  deterred 
him  from  engaging  in  the  practice  him¬ 
self?  I  would  like  to  get  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  practical  experience  from  his  con¬ 
tact  with  the  men  in  the'  field. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  If  we 
may  leave  it  as  a  practical  proposition, 
it  becomes  a  very  easy  question  to  an¬ 
swer.  It  is  still  a  fact,  whether  the 
farmer  read  it  this  year  or  2  years  ago. 
If  the  farmer  received  a  check  in  pre¬ 
vious  years,  there  was  no  reason  for  him 
to  believe  the  statement  was  not  a  fact 
in  the  contract  which  he  read  this  year. 
The  only  question  is,  are  we  to  pay,  in 
my  opinion,  the  farmers  with  the  larger 
incomes,  the  farmers  who  would  receive 
from  $100  up  in  checks — are  we  to  pay 
them  in  full  or  not?  I  have  expressed 


my  opinion  that  I  believe  those  farmers 
themselves,  if  a  questionnaire  was  sent 
to  them,  would  in  gi-eat  majority  say 
that  they  would  support  the  report  of 
this  committee. 

Mr.  PACE.  If  you  could  pay  only  one 
or  the  other? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Yes,  if 
you  could  pay  only  one  or  the  other. 
Does  the  gentleman  think  that  the  money 
should  be  divided  among  all?  In  which 
case  it  would  be  about  50  percent  for  all. 

Mr.  PACE.  Well,  I  feel  very  deeply 
that  the  Congress  should  fulfill  its  obliga¬ 
tion  that  we  made  last  year  and  appro¬ 
priate  the  funds  we  promised  for  the 
program. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  thank 
the  gentleman.  I  think,  from  all  the 
farmers  I  have  talked  to,  their  reaction 
will  be  very  favorable  to  an  ending  of 
the  program,  whether  it  comes  abruptly 
in  the  middle  of  a  payment  season  or 
whether  we  wait  until  the  end  and  stop 
it  then.  I  think  most  of'  the  farmers 
will  look  upon  it  as  a  saving  of  $117,- 

oao.ooo. 

I  wanted  to  speak  about  the  Research 
Act  for  which  $19,000,000  was  asked,  and 
for  which  the  committee  appropriated 
$6,000,000.  I  was  a  member  of  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Committee  while  this  was  going 
through.  I  went  home  and,  you  might 
say,  campaigned  on  the  platform  that 
the  two  outstanding  acts  of  the  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress  were  the  passage  of  the 
Research  Act  and  the  passage  of  the  Re- 
oi'ganization  Act.  I  came  back  and  to  my 
very  intense  disappointment  found  that 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  was  not 
setting  up  a  merchandising  research  sec¬ 
tion  or  bureau  under  the  terms  of  the 
act,  but  was  setting  up  a  sort  of  an  ad¬ 
junct  to  the  Production  Research  Act. 

This  discussion  appears  in  the  hear¬ 
ings.  I  have  carried  it  on  with  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  Department  ever  since,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Secretary  recently.  I  have 
here  the  most  recent  chart  handed  me  by 
the  Secretary  showing  the  set-up.  I  will 
say  very  briefly  that  any  organization  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  which  at¬ 
tempts  to  set  up  this  merchandising  re¬ 
search  service  so  clearly  outlined  in  the 
bill  and  in  the  report,  by  putting  produc¬ 
tion  research  head  over  here,  balancing 
the  production  marketing  administra¬ 
tion  head  over  here,  then  showing  under 
him,  as  one  of  the  four  subheads,  the  as¬ 
sistant  administrator  for  marketing  who 
is  intended  to  be  the  man  referred  to  in 
the  Legislative  Research  Act,  thus  put¬ 
ting  him  where  he  is  inferior  in  organiza¬ 
tion  position,  and  not  balancing  this  po¬ 
sition,  that  certainly  was  not  intended 
by  the  Legislative  Committee  as  I  under¬ 
stood  the  act  at  the  time  I  was  a  member. 
I  think  the  subcommittee  was  very  gen¬ 
erous  in  giving  $6,000,000.  I  would  have 
given  $4,250,000  which  was  half  of  the 
first  year’s  amount  and  then  said  to  the 
Department  that  they  could  come  back 
if  they  set  up  the  agency  as  we  asked 
them  to  set  it  up.  I  have  repeatedly  said 
that  $19,000,000  would  be  a  very  small 
sum  to  pay  for  what  the  Legislative  Com¬ 
mittee  wanted,  but  a  very  expensive  sum 
to  pay  for  what  they  are  now  getting 
in  the  present  organization. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield 
to  my  distinguished  friend  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  wish 
the  gentleman  would  explain  to  the 
House  the  effect  of  this  cut  and  whether 
or  not  in  time  under  this  cut  we  will 
have  a  correlation  of  all  the  experimental 
work?  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is 
the  difference  between  experimental 
work  and  research  work. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  There 
is  very  close  correlation  between  produc¬ 
tion  and  marketing  and  research  6n  both 
sides,  and  there  has  to  be.  For  that  rea¬ 
son  the  setting  up  of  a  coordinating 
office  is  very  good. 

In  the  past  10  years  we  have  had  our 
appropriations  for  marketing  research 
absorbed  in  production  research,  and  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  legislative  commit¬ 
tee,  I  am  positive,  to  set  up  a  marketing 
or  merchandising  research  program 
which  could  stand  on  its  own  feet,  be 
identified,  and  the  expenditures  identi¬ 
fied  and  coordinated.  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  will  agree 
that  production  research  would  benefit 
the  farmers  of  the  country  at  a  time 
when,  using  a  very  familiar  expression, 
it  is  really  later  than  we  think.  We  must 
build  up  production,  the  delivery  of  the 
produced  food,  from  the  farm  to  the  con¬ 
sumer,  as  we  have  built  up  ability  in 
the  United  States  to  produce  beyond  all 
other  nations. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  five  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  very  much.  Let  me  pro¬ 
ceed  very  briefly  just  to  illustrate  one 
of  the  little  agencies  in  the  Government 
which  in  my  opinion  has  not  been  overly 
cut.  We  have  a  little  office  called  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultm’al  Relations. 
Back  in  the  days  when  I  myself  spent 
quite  a  bit  of  time  with  some  of  these 
men  in  Germany  and  France,  and  in 
other  countries,  we  were  giving  the 
agency  about  $180,000  per  year  and  it 
was  very  effective,  it  was  a  very  good 
agency  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  The  agency  asked  this  year  for 
$738,000,  and  I  can  assure  you  that  the 
job  now  done  is  in  no  way  comparable 
to  the  job  that  was  being  done  when 
they  got  $180,000. 

The  committee  only  reduced  that 
$100,000,  down  to  $638,000.  As  it  is  now, 
reports  come  in  from  abroad  from  men 
who  are  not  always  trained  in  reporting. 
They  are  supposed  to  arrive  on  the  first 
of  the  quarter,  shall  we  say?  They  are 
much  more  apt  not  to  arrive,  or  to  arrive 
late.  They  go  to  the  State  Department. 
They  are  looked  over  by  someone  in  the 
State  Department  to  see  if  they  are 
satisfactory  from  a  departmental  view¬ 
point.  They  then  go  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  be  looked  over  by  the 
Bureau  of  which  I  am  speaking.  They 
go  back  to  the  State  Department  to  be 
looked  over  by  specialists  for  that  par¬ 
ticular  country  or  part  of  the  world. 
They  go  to  another  bureau  to  be  cor¬ 
rected  for  English  and  syntax.  When 
that  is  all  accomplished,  they  are  so 


little  like  the  original  report  they  go 
back  to  the  Bureau  to  see  if  they  can 
be  put  into  some  workable  form  for  fhe 
farmer.  By  the  time  they  get  to  the 
farmer  they  are  matters  of  historic  in¬ 
terest  and  not  current  reports  such  as 
we  used  to  get  from  the  agency  when  it 
received  smaller  appropriations.  I  am 
citing  that  as  one  agency  which,  in  my 
opinion,  has  not  been  overly  cut. 

Finally,  this  matter  of  section  32  funds 
has  been  a  matter  of  a  great  deal  of  dis¬ 
cussion.  I  think  there  was  some  mis¬ 
understanding  about  it.  There  was  on 
my  part.  There  was  also  some  misun¬ 
derstanding  about  the  funds  before  they 
came  down  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Bud¬ 
get,  because  if  you  add  up  with  your 
little  adding  machine  you  will  find  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  asked  for  $100,- 
000,000  out  of  those  funds  for  the  AAA; 
they  asked  for  $75,000,000  for  school 
lunches;  they  expected  to  use  $900,000 
for  management  of  the  marketing 
agreements;  that  adds  up  to  more  than 
$145,000,000  or  $148,000,000  which  might 
be  available  next  year. 

There  was  some  question  about  uses 
of  the  fund.  One  hundred  and  seventy-, 
five  thousand  dollars  for  teaching  peo¬ 
ple  to  eat  fish  is  hardly  a  proper  claim 
against  section  32  funds.  In  the  last 
few  days  some  technical  information  has 
reached  me  from  people  who  are  inter¬ 
ested  in  this,  which  makes  me  believe 
that  because  of  the  perishable  nature  of 
some  commodities  and  also  the  relation¬ 
ship  which  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
has  pointed  out  between  sections  22  and 
32,  there  should  be  a  correction  made 
in  this  section  of  the  bill,  and  I  am  con¬ 
fident,  w'ithout  taking  any  more  of  the 
Committee’s  time,  that  this  can  be  prop¬ 
erly  worked  out  before  the  bill  comes  up 
tomorrow. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Church]. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Agriculture  appropriation  bill  before  us 
today  is  the  ninth  appropriation  bill,  in¬ 
cluding  the  three  deficiency  measures,  to 
come  before  the  House  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations.  As  a  member 
of  that  committee  I  can,  with  pardon¬ 
able  pride,  testify  to  the  painstaking 
manner  in  which  various  operations  of 
the  respective  departments  and  agencies 
have  been  studied  and  their  needs  ap¬ 
praised.  The  hearings  on  each  and 
every  bill  have  been  exhaustive. 

In  the  instance  of  the  bill  before  us, 
for  example,  it  will  be  noted  that  the 
printed  hearings  fill  two  volumes  of  2,669 
pages  of  testihiony.  As  stated  in  the 
committee  report  accompanying  the  bill, 
“an  aggregate  of  departmental,  congres¬ 
sional,  and  outside  witnesses  would  easily 
total  500  persons.”  Aside  from  the  ac¬ 
tual  hearings,  the  committee  members 
spend  many  hours  and  days  iri  personal 
study  of  the  items  involved.  Properly  to 
appraise  the  financial  requirements  of  a 
department  or  agency  necessitates  a 
complete  knowledge  of  the  laws  being 
administered. 

The  thoroughness,  the  laborious  care 
with  which  the  Committee  on  Appropri¬ 


ations  has  prepared  the  bills  it  has  re¬ 
ported  merits  special  mention.  Over  the 
past  several  years  there  was  a  disposition 
on  the  part  of  Congress  to  accept,  prac¬ 
tically  without  question,  every  recom¬ 
mended  expenditure.  We  all  well  re¬ 
member  the  days  of  “blank  check”  ap¬ 
propriations.  It  is  obviously  difficult  for 
the  bureaucrats  to  realize  that  these  days 
are  over;  that  this  new  Congress  intends 
to  maintain  control  of  the  purse  strings 
and  to  make  no  appropriations  that  are 
not  clearly  justified. 

Whenever  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  reports  a  bill  reducing  some  item 
of  expenditure  or  eliminating  some  other, 
there  inevitably  follows  this  campaign 
we  are  experiencing  here  today  to  have 
the  cut  restored.  Our  committee  is  ac¬ 
cused  of  being  arbitrary.  But,  if  nothing 
else,  the  voluminous  hearings  that  are 
held  should  be  persuasive  evidence  that 
no  decision  is  arbitrary.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  each  decision  on  each  item  is  the 
result  of  long  and  careful  consideration. 

The  situation  is  well  expressed  by  the 
following  paragraph  to  be  found  on  page 
5  of  the  report  accompanying  the  bill  be¬ 
fore  us: 

The  committee  could  follow  the  route  of 
indiscriminate  reductions  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  economies  but  such  a  course  might 
result  in  the  serious  crippling  of  essential 
functions  or  in  nullifying  the  remainder  of 
the  appropriation  carried  for  such  an  activity. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  committee  can  follow 
a  basic  approach  which  preserves  the  essen¬ 
tial  functions,  eliminates  those  which  are  not 
regarded  a;  indispensable,  and  reduces  waste, 
extravagance,  and  duplication  with  constant 
emphasis  upon  those  research  activities 
which  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee  are 
regarded  as  essential. 

In  our  determination  to  reduce  the  cost 
of  Government,  to  balance  the  budget 
.  and  to  reduce  taxes,  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  is  not  recommending  in¬ 
discriminate  reductions  in  expenditures, 
as  some  would  have  the  people  believe. 
As  I  believe  I  stated  on  previous  occasions 
on  this  floor,  some  justification  can  bj 
found  for  practically  every  expenditure; 
but  we  must  determine  what  is  necessary 
and  what  is  a  luxury  that  we  cannot 
afford.  We  must  select  the  things  that 
are  essential  and  eliminate  the  unessen¬ 
tial.  To  economize  we  simply  must  have 
the  will  to  economize. 

When  the  New  Deal  came  into  control 
of  the  Government  our  annual  budget 
was  only  $4,500,000,000.  We  then  entered 
upon  the  so-called  spend-and-elect 
policy,  and  the  average  budget  before 
the  war  amounted  to  $10,000,000,000. 
The  budget  submitted  to  Congress  last 
January  by  President  Truman  for  the 
next  fiscal  year,  beginning  July  1,  1947, 
called  for  $37,500,000,000.  In  other 
words,  2  years  after  the  war  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  proposed  to  spend  three  times  the 
average  expenditure  before  the  war.  It 
just  does  not  make  sense,  and  particu¬ 
larly  considering  the  fact  that  we  have  a 
national  debt  of  $268,000,000,000. 

It  is  most  unfortunate  that  the  admin¬ 
istration  is  unwilling  to  cooperate  with 
the  Congress  in  placing  the  country  on 
a  sound  fiscal  basis.  President  Truman 
has  publicly  stated  that  his  $37,500,000,- 
000  budget  should  not  be  reduced.  We 
have  had  very  little  cooperation  from 
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the  departments  and  bureaus  in  our  ef¬ 
forts  to  find  ways  and  means  to  cut  ex¬ 
penses.  And  eveiT  appropriation  bill 
that  has  come  to  this  floor  has  encoun¬ 
tered  amendments  offered  by  the  Demo¬ 
crats  to  increase  the  respective  items 
that  have  been  cut. 

Our  Democratic  friends  have  made 
some  very  fine  speeches  about  how  they 
believe  in  economy;  but,  as  the  record 
shows,  they  have  for  the  most  part  voted 
against  every  saving  proposed.  It  is  my 
conviction,  however,  that  in  reducing  the 
Government  expenditures  we  are  com¬ 
plying  with  the  wishes  of  the  great  mass 
of  American  people. 

The  bill  under  consideration  is  the 
sixth  regular  appropriation  bill,  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  the  deficiency  bills,  re¬ 
ported  by  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions.  Five  have  passed  the  House  and 
one  of  them  has  also  passed  the  Senate. 
The  savings  made  in  these  respective  bills 


are  as  follows: 

Labor -Federal  Security _ $103,  415, 959 

Treasury-Post  OfSce _  897,  072,  750 

Interior _  134,  006,  907 

State-Justice-Commerce  -  Judi¬ 
ciary -  159, 650, 451 

Navy _ _ _  377,519,200 

Agriculture _  333,  427,  742 


As  of  the  moment,  the  Congress  has 
reduced  the  proposed  expenditures  for 
the  next  fiscal  year  by  $2,055,093,009. 
We  have  thus  made  ,a  very  substantial 
beginning  for  placing  the  Government 
on  a  peacetime  basis.  Not  a  single  es¬ 
sential  function  of  the  Government  will 
be  impaired  by  any  of  these  cuts  in  the 
appropriations.  Insofar  as  I  am  person¬ 
ally  concerned,  I  believe  that  even  larger 
cuts  could  be  made  in  certain  items. 
But  the  progress  that  has  been  made, 
considering  the  opposition  from  the  ad¬ 
ministration  and  various  pressure  groups 
to  any  reductions,  is  indeed  gratifying. 

A  reduction  in  the  Governm-ent  ex¬ 
penditures  automatically  reduces  the 
number  of  persons  on  the  Federal  pay 
roll.  This,  in  itself,  will  eliminate  many 
bureaucrats  who  have  perplexed,  har¬ 
assed,  annoyed,  and  even  retarded  busi¬ 
ness  with  their  complicated  regulations 
and  countless  forms. 

By  thus  reducing  Government  expend¬ 
itures,  we  are  able  to  give  our  people 
relief  from  the  heavy  burden  of  taxes, 
and  at  the  same  time  reduce  the  national 
debt.  Taxes  have  become  so  high  that 
there  is  very  little  incentive  for  starting 
a  new  business  or  expanding  an  existing 
one.  As  demonstrated  in  the  last  war, 
the  productive  strength  of  the  United 
States  comes  from  the  thousands  of  small 
companies.  If  we  are  to  have  an  expand¬ 
ing  economy,  these  small  companies  must 
be  encouraged  to  grow  and  new  ones 
must  be  brought  into  existence. 

I  do  not  at  this  time  intend  to  get  into 
a  discussion  of  the  effect  of  high  taxes 
on  American  production.  But  I  do  wish 
to  emphasize  that  the_  very  first  step  in 
any  program  for  making  our  system  of 
private  enterprise  function — that  all  the 
people  may  enjoy  a  higher  standard  of 
living — is  to  eliminate  waste  and  extrava¬ 
gance  in  Government  spending. 

I  am  proud  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  which  is 
pursuing  this  objective,  and  I  am  confi¬ 
dent  that  the  House  will  uphold  the  com¬ 


mittee  on  its  work.  Doubtless  some  of 
you  have  special  interest  in  certain  items 
in  this  bill  and  would  like  to  see  larger 
sums  appropriated.  But  in  any  economy 
program  all  of  us,  whatever  our  interests, 
must  make  certain  sacrifices  for  the  com¬ 
mon  good. 

(Mr.  CHURCH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Price]. 

RTJRAL  ELECTRIFICATION  PROGRAM 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  want  to  address  myself  to  two  features 
of  the  agriculture  appropriation  bill  in 
which  Illinois  farmers  are  greatly  inter¬ 
ested — rural  electrification  and  the  soil- 
conservation  program. 

Rural  electrification  is  on  the  threshold 
of  its  greatest  opportunity  for  progress. 
Construction,  retarded  by  war  and  short¬ 
ages  of  manpower  and  materials,  is  now 
able  to  move  forward  again  at  an  accel¬ 
erated  pace.  Two  and  a  half  million  farm 
families  still  are  without  electric  service 
and  they  are  waiting  impatiently  for  the 
light  and  power  that  they  have  seen  ap¬ 
plied  so  profitably  on  other  farms  in  this 
country. 

Yet  in  the  face  of  this  great  unfinished 
job,  this  House  is  being  asked  to  cut  back 
the  rural  electrification  program.  The 
agriculture  appropriation  bill  proposes 
to  make  this  cut-back  in  two  ways.  First 
the  bill  proposes  to  reduce  the  REA  loan 
funds  by  $25,000,000.  There  are  some 
who  are  under  the  delusion  that  there  is 
no  reduction  being  made  in  these  loan 
funds.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that 
REA  under  the  bill  as  it  now  stands 
would  have  $25,000,000  less  money  to 
lend  for  rural  electrification.  Second, 
the  bill  proposes  to  make  a  slash  of  nearly 
30  percent  in  the  REA  administrative  ap¬ 
propriation,  a  slash  so  deep  that  the 
whole  program  will  be  slowed  down. 

POWER  LOBBT  INTERESTED 

This  is  not  the  time  to  be  putting  the 
brakes  on  rural  electrification. 

Let  me  quote  from  a  letter  I  received 
a  few  days  ago  from  a  constituent,  Mr. 
Martin  Schaefer  of  Hoyleton,  Ill. : 

It  seems  to  me — 

He  writes — 

that  we  have  a  large  number  ol  Members  in 
Congress  Inexperienced  In  fai-m  problems  who 
together  with  those  people  representing  the 
large  power  Interest  are  trying  to  deprive 
about  one-half  of  our  farmers  the  right  to 
enjoy  the  standard  of  living  the  other  half 
enjoys. 

This  man  then  points  out  that  the  REA 
funds  are  merely  loan  funds,  not  appro¬ 
priations.  He  goes  on  to  say: 

All  Congress  does  is  to  set  aside  money 
to  be  loaned  to  REA  co-ops  which  must  be 
repaid  with  Interest.  What  reason  is  there 
to  cut  this  amount  to  be  loaned? 

He  asks  with  good  reason,  and  goes  on 
to  say: 

We  pay  monthly  Installments  on  the  loan. 
On  top  of  it  Uncle  Sam’s  got  a  mortgage 
which  means  we  don’t  own  anything  till 
the  last  pole  Is  paid  for  plus  every  cent  of 
Interest.  I  can’t  understand  that  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress  could  even  think  of  cur¬ 
tailing  or  stopping  such  a  program. 


FARMERS  ENTITLED  TO  BENEFITS 

I  want  to  read  just  one  more  para¬ 
graph  : 

It  seems  they  have  money  for  witch  hunt¬ 
ing  and  frankly  I  feel  that  just  things  like 
this  are  what  creates  Communists.  Nobody 
can  undermine  our  Government  froiA  the 
outside.  It  must  come  from  within  and  I 
think  actions  like  this  make  Communists 
when  one  American  farmer  can  have  things 
which  Congi-ess  denies  his  neighbor.  It's 
not  hard  to  make  a  Communist  out  of  a  per¬ 
son  v;ho  is  denied  the  necessities  and  com¬ 
forts  of  life.  When  ycu  deny  lights,  homes, 
roads,  health,  etc.,  to  one,  and  give  it  to 
another,  you  get  dissatisfaction,  hatred, 
jealousy,  and  all  the  means  to  destroy  our 
Government,  and  I  hope  that  your  long  ex¬ 
perience  will  not  permit  you  to  go  overboard 
with  those  who  deny  those  things  that  make 
a  happy,  healthy  Nation. 

This  letter  came  to  me  unsolicited.  It 
shows  the  people  back  home  are  watch¬ 
ing  us  here  in  Washington. 

Let  us  consider  that  thought  before 
we  undertake  to  damage  the  great  pro¬ 
gram  of  rural  electrification. 

Funds  for  adequate  administration  are 
necessary  to  the  sound  operation  of  any 
lending  program.  No  banker  would  be 
so  foolhardy  as  to  lend  his  money  unless 
he  made  sure  his  loans  stood  an  excel¬ 
lent  chance  of  being  repaid. 

In  addition  to  making  new  loans  on 
a  sound  basis  and  on  a  basis  that  will 
best  advance  rural  electrification,  REA 
must  meet  the  costs  of  administering 
loans  already  made.  It  is  custodian  of 
the  Government’s  interest  in  more  than 
$1,000,000,000  in  loans  made  up  to  now. 

I  know  of  no  other  Government  pro¬ 
gram — or  any  comparable  business  en¬ 
terprise — which  is  doing  as  economical 
and  as  effective  a  job.  As  the  record 
shows,  this  program  is  being  conducted 
with  about  one  employee,  including 
messengers  and  clerical  employees,  for 
each  borrower.  And  the  average  bor¬ 
rower  is  a  $1,000,000  enterprise. 

REA  HAS  ENVIABLE  RECORD 

I  challenge  anyone  to  cite  a  private¬ 
lending  institution  with  such  a  record. 
The  comparison  is  even  more  dramatic 
when  it  is  remembered  that  most  agen¬ 
cies  make  loans  on  a  well-established 
basis  for  not  more  than  60  percent  of 
the  value  of  the  property  mortgaged. 
REA,  on  the  other  hand,  is  making  100- 
percent  loans  to  new  enterprises.  And 
up  to  now  more  than  $20,000,000  have 
been  paid  ahead  of  schedule,  while  de¬ 
linquencies  have  been  negligible. 

Everybody  is  for  rural  electrification. 
Even  the  power  company  interests  who 
come  before  our  committees  say  it  is  a 
good  thing,  but  at  the  same  time  there 
are  many  who  are  trying  to  rob  the  pro¬ 
gram  of  its  effectiveness.  It  takes  more 
than  nice  words  to  keep  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion  going  forward.  This  means  we  must 
provide  adequate  administrative  funds 
not  only  to  assure  sound  lending  but 
sound  administration  of  the  entire  pro¬ 
gram.  It  is  false  economy  to  do  other¬ 
wise.  The  taxpayers  have  every  right  to 
expect  the  Government  to  give  as  much 
attention  to  its  loans  as  a  private  lend¬ 
ing  institution  does.  This  attention  Is 
necessary  in  order  that  the  rural-elec¬ 
trification  program  can  continue  to 
move  forward  on  the  sound  basis  that 
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has  been  established  and  in  order  that 
service  can  be  brought  to  the  two  and 
one -half  million  farm  families  still  liv¬ 
ing  in  the  kerosene  age. 

Let  us  not  be  penny  wise  and  pound 
foolish. 

•  SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

•In  my  opinion,  the  proposed  cut  in  the 
funds  for  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
cuts  at  the  most  fundamental  part  of  the 
agricultural  program.  The  land  is  the 
foimdation  of  our  agriculture.  For  gen¬ 
erations  we  neglected  it.  Finally,  after 
we  had  experienced  giant  dust  storms, 
the  most  devastating  floods  in  our  histo¬ 
ry,  and  watched  tons  and  acres  of  our 
finest  land  wash  down  the  rivers  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  we  decided  to  do 
something  about  it.  We  were  already  a 
hundred  years  late,  but  everyone  agreed 
that  there  was  still  time  if  we  worked 
hard  and  fast. 

During  the  past  10  to  12  years  we  have 
made  the  most  remarkable  conservation 
progress  of  any  nation  ir  history.  It  is 
true  we  are  still  losing  our  soil  over  ipil- 
lions  of  acres  every  year,  but  we  are  also 
cutting  down  the  rate  every  year.  If  we 
keep  at  it  and  support  this  program,  we 
can  put  a  stop  to  the  waste  of  erosion, 
for  all  practical  purposes. 

But  what  does  the  committee  recom¬ 
mend?  It  would  have  us  cut  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  by  $5,437,000  below  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate,  and  $5,300,000  below  the  appropri¬ 
ation  granted  the  Service  for  the  present 
fiscal  year. 

VALUABLE  AND  NECESSARY  SERVICE 

Almost  all  of  the  money  appropriated 
to  this  Service  is  used  to  employ  people. 
And  93  percent  of  the  people  hired  by 
this  Service  are  doing  technical  work  of 
various  kinds,  expert  work,  that  is  di¬ 
rectly  helping  farmers  apply  sound  con¬ 
servation  measures  to  their  land.  This, 
I  say,  is  a  valuable  and  necessary  service. 
It  has  won  the  widespread  approval  of 
farmers  and  city  people  alike.  It  is  a 
service  that  is  protecting  the  productive 
capacity  of  American  agriculture. 

Somewhere  along  the  line  som'ebody 
body  must  have  misinformed  the  com¬ 
mittee,  because  in  their  report  on  this 
bill  they  say  that  we  do  not  need  as  rhuch 
technical  assistance  in  soil  conservation 
districts  now  as  we  did  when  the  districts 
were  new.  That,  I  submit,  is  a  highly 
erroneous  point  of  view.  I  have  three  of 
the  finest  soil  conservation  districts  in 
the  country  in  my  congressional  district 
and  they  have  made  outstanding  prog¬ 
ress.  But  they  are  actually  just  getting 
started.  They  have  10  or  20  years  of 
hard  work  ahead  of  them.  Every  one  of 
these  years,  the  farmers  are  going  to  need 
the  help  of  these  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  technicians  if  they  are  going  to  do 
their  job  right. 

The  committee  seemed  to  be  laboring 
under  the  impresison  that  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  sends  its  men  into  an 
area  to  hold  meetings  and  do  educa¬ 
tional  work.  That  is  certainly  not  the 
case.  Our  State  Extension  Service  does 
the  educational  job.  What  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  provides  is  expert  tech¬ 
nical  assitance  to  the  individual  farm¬ 
er — one  farmer  after  another — in  work¬ 
ing  out  the  detailed  soil  and  water  con¬ 


servation  problems  he  has  on  his  farm. 
No  other  agency  of  Government  does 
this  job. 

WORK  MUST  BE  DONE  IN  FIELD 

I  know  from  the  experience  in  my  own 
district  that  this  is  the  kind  of  work  that 
has  to  be  done  field  by  field.  And  you 
have  to  go  right  out  on  to  each  field — 
analyze  it  thoroughly  and  build  your  con¬ 
servation  measures  accordingly.  It  is  a 
painstaking  job  and  one  that  is  going  to 
take  some  time.  It  is  also  going  to  take 
some  money — ^but  as  long  as  we  are  going 
to  spend  money  on  agriculture,  where 
can  we  spend  it  better,  for  the  most 
lasting  results,  than  in  the  protection  of 
our  land?  What  good  will  it  do  us  to 
take  care  of  everything  else  in  agri¬ 
culture  if  we  let  our  land  wash  away  in 
the  meantime? 

There  is  only  one  way  to  conserve  our 
farmlands  and  stop  erosion:  That  is  to 
put  the  land  experts  out  there  where  they 
can  work  in  soil  conservation  districts-— 
helping  one  farmer  after  another  until 
the  whole  job  is  done. 

If  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  funds  proposed  by  the 
committee  it  will  be  forced,  according  to 
my  information,  to  cut  its  assitance  to 
soil  conservation  districts  by  22  percent 
under  the  amount  furnished  this  year. 
Unless  we  grant  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  more  money — at  least  enough  to 
work  with  all  the  soil  conservation  dis¬ 
tricts  of  the  country— we  will  be  under¬ 
cutting  the  soil  conservation  program  and 
falling  down  on  the  farmers  who  want 
to  protect  their  lands  against  erosion. 

That  simply  does  not  make  good  sense. 
If  we  must  make  these  big  cuts  in  the 
agricultural  program,  let  us  make  them 
somewhere  in  the  superstructure.  Let  us 
not  undermine  the  foundation  of  the 
whole  thing. 

(Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Worley]. 

(Mr.  WORLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

AMERICAN  AGRICULTURE  AT  THE  CROSSROADS 

Mr.  WORLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  dis¬ 
tinguished  writer  once  called  the  parable 
of  the  prodigal  son  the  most  perfect 
story  plot  ever  contrived.  That  parable 
has  provided  the  framework  for  the  story 
of  human  frailities  many  times  in  many 
forms.  It  provides  an  ideal  framework 
for  the  story  of  American  political  life 
of  the  last  decade  and  a  half.  Let  me 
tell  you  the  story  of  American  agricul¬ 
ture  and  American  political  parties  in 
that  framework. 

There  was  a  great  nation  called  the 
United  States.  And  this  Nation  had  two 
great  political  parties.  One  was  called 
the  Democratic  Party,  and  the  other  was 
called  the  Republican  Party.  Now  the 
Republican  Party  in  the  year  1920  said 
to  the  Nation,  “Give  me  that  part  of  the 
estate  which  is  mine.  Give  me  the  ruler- 
ship  of  this  Nation.  The  Democratic 
Party  has  had  it  long  enough.” 

And  the  Nation — foolishly — did  as  it 
was  asked.  It  gave  to  the  Republicans 


the  rich  inheritance  of  leadership  of  the 
land  which  had  become  the  wealthiest 
and  the  strongest  on  earth. 

But,  alas,  this  party  encouraged  lavish 
and  worthless  investments  in  far-off 
countries.  It  watched  the  paper  values 
of  the  exchanges  on  Wall  Street  rise 
high  on  the  hot  wind  of  speculation.  It 
looked  at  the  ticker  tape  and  clapped 
its  hands  and  said,  “All  is  right  with  the 
world.  Such  and  such  a  stock  is  up 
another  five  points.” 

Yes;  stocks  on  the  market  exchanges 
were  up.  And  that  seemed  good  indeed. 
But  stocks  on  the  farm  were  up;  too — 
piling  up  year  by  year  in  mountainous 
surpluses  of  cotton  and  wheat — and  that 
was  bad,  because  as  the  surpluses  grew, 
the  prices  shrank  until  taxes,  mortgages, 
and  interest  ate  up  ali  the  income,  and 
farmers  were  knocked  into  bankruptcy 
like  tenpins  by  the  big  black  ball  of  eco¬ 
nomic  depression. 

First  it  was  only  the  farmers.  But 
then,  like  a  great  dark  cloud,  economic 
catastrophe  overtook  the  speculators  in 
the  exchanges,  and  the  manufacturers, 
bankers,  and  merchants. in  the  markets, 
and  the  laborers  and  clerks  in  their 
humble  homes.  A  terrible  famine  of 
jobs  and  profits  spread  over  the  whole 
land.  The  price  of  wheat  was  never  so 
low  in  thi-ee  centuries  as  it  was  then. 
The  value  of  farm  exports  was  never  so 
low  in  well  nigh  50  years.  The  buying 
power  of  farmers’  products  fell  to  about 
half  their  pre-World  War  level.  The 
farm  fourth  of  the  Nation  virtually 
ceased  to  be  customers  for  city  goods. 

Desperate  in  the  effort  to  hold  their 
properties,  farmers  mined  the  soil, 
frantically  endeavoring  to  dig  up,  as  if 
by  the  roots,  enough  cash  to  meet  their 
costs  of  interest  and  taxes.  And  mil¬ 
lions  of  acres  lost  fertility  and  topsoil 
while  farmers  lost  their  homes  and  their 
land. 

Agriculture  was  prostrate. 

The  low  state  to  which  agriculture  had 
fallen  by  1932'  is  not  easily  forgotten. 
In  that  year  farm  operators  went  bank¬ 
rupt  at  a  rate  of  one  every  2  minutes — 
and  this  they  did  24  hours  a  day  and 
7  days  a  week.  Many  farm  laborers 
were  glad  to  work  for  room  and  board. 
Mortgage  debt  alone  took  a  tenth  of  the 
farmer’s  gross  income — ^to  say  nothing  of 
taxes  and  other  costs. 

The  average  price  of  a  bushel  of  wheat 
fell  to  38  cents;  corn  to  32  cents;  oats  to 
16  cents.  The  price  of  a  pound  of  to¬ 
bacco  was  11  cents;  cotton,  7  cents;  beef, 
4  cents;  hogs,  3  cents. 

And  the  carry-over  of  cotton  rose 
almost  fourfold  in  less  than  a  decade,  so 
that  the  people  of  my  own  State  of  Texas 
and  of  the  whole  South  trembled  on  the 
brink  of  wholesale  bankruptcy. 

And  over  the  radio  punsters  quipped, 
with  an  undertone  of  fear  in  their  voices, 
about  signs  in  public  places  being 
changed  from  “Keep  off  the  grass”  to 
“Don’t  eat  the  grass.” 

The  Republican  Party  had  dissipated 
the  Nation’s  economy.  Such  was  the  in¬ 
heritance  of  the  Democratic  Party  when 
called  upon  by  the  people  to  rehabilitate 
a  prostrate  nation. 

Then  began  the  long  struggle  which 
has  brought  to  this  Nation  the  greatest 
agricultural  prosperity  it  has  ever  known. 
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Net  income  from  agriculture  last  year 
was  not  two  or  three  times,  but  eight 
times  as  great  as  in  1932. 

Foreclosures  and  assignments  were  re¬ 
duced  not  to  one-half  or  one-fourth  of 
the  number  in  1932,  but  to  one-twentieth. 

From  near  collapse,  American  agricul¬ 
ture  has  today  reached  a  position  where 
it  is  a  hundred-billion-dollar-plus  in¬ 
dustry,  where  its  quick  assets  of  cur¬ 
rency,  bank  deposits,  and  Government 
bonds  total  some  twenty  billions,  where 
farmers  have  a  93  percent  equity  in  their 
business. 

What  a  difference. 

From  a  level  of  about  50  percent  below 
parity  in  1932,  farm  prices  climbed  to 
32  percent  above  parity  in  October  1946. 

l^om  a  condition  in  which  the  ele¬ 
phant  heel  of  surpluses,  of  cotton  and 
wheat  particularly,  were  crushing  the  life 
out  of  agriculture,  we  have  today  only  a 
normal  carry-over  of  wheat  and  no  more 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  cotton  to 
sell. 

From  a  total  mortgage  debt  of  about 
$9,000,000,000  in  1932 — and  a  negligible 
amount  of  quick  assets — agriculture  in 
mid  1946  had  a  total  mortgage  debt  of 
little  more  than  five  billions — and  quick 
assets  nearly  four  times  that  amount. 

In  1932  agriculture  was  fiat  broke.  In 
1946  it  was  richer  than  at  any  time  in 
history. 

What  a  difference. 

And  how  that  difference  is  making 
itself  felt.  In  1932  farmers  were  no 
longer  sizable  customers  for  tractors 
and  trucks,  for  new  homes  and  barns, 
for  furniture  and  clothing.  But  today, 
manufacturers  and  merchants  can  hear 
the  jingle  jangle  of  coins  in  farmers’ 
jeans — and  back  of  those  coins  are  plenty 
of  rectangular  green-backed  pieces  of 
paper  that  fall  soundlessly  but  joyously 
into  the  cash  registers,  even  as  the  gentle 
dew  from  heaven. 

Farmers  want  tractors — 200,000  a  year 
a  survey  showed,  for  3  years  after  the 
war’s  end. 

Farmers  want  trucks  and  cars — a 
billion  dollars’  worth. 

Farmers  want  building  improve¬ 
ments — another  billion  dollars’  worth. 

Farmers  want  household  goods — $400,- 
000,000  worth  a  year  for  3  years  after  the 
war. 

And  they  have  the  cold  cash  to  back 
up  their  wants  in  a  way  that  gives  solid 
assurance  of  an  era  of  continued  pros¬ 
perity. 

What  a  difference. 

Admittedly,  the  war  was  a  big  factor 
in  the  booming  prosperity  many  farmers 
have  enjoyed  these  last  5  years.  But 
prosperity  was  well  on  the  way  long 
before  Pearl  Harbor — long  before  war 
broke  out  in  Europe.  The  growth  of 
buying  power  of  the  American  farmer- 
started  in  1933. 

I  am  not  goijig  to  recite  the  details 
of  that  climb  and  of  the  sweeping  agri¬ 
cultural  legislation  that  helped  farmers 
to  climb  out  of  the  depression.  I  am 
merely  going  to  put  into  a  few  sentences 
the  highlights  of  what  has  been  accom¬ 
plished,  using  my  own  State  of  Texas  as 
an  example. 

First.  The  agricultural  adjustment 
program  helped  farmers  produce  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  needs  of  the  people. 


It  enabled  them  to  set  up  a  complete 
ever-normal  granary  program  w^hich 
supported  prices  of  basic  crops  and  main¬ 
tained  stable  reserves.  It  made  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  farmers  to  use  soil-conserving 
practices  that  added  untold  wealth  to 
the  Nation’s  natural  resources.  Did  that 
program  pay  dividends?  I  have  heard 
it  said  that  the  ever-normal  granary 
alone  meant  as  much  to  the  Nation  in 
the  winning  of  the  war  as  an  extra  army 
or  an  extra  fieet  of  ships. 

Second.  Under  the  national  soil-con¬ 
servation  program  30,000,000  acres  have 
been  devoted  to  organized  conservation. 
In  1945  more  than  half  the  Nation’s 
farms,  containing  three-quarters  of  our 
cropland,  participated  in  can-ying  out 
soil-conserving  or  erosion-preventing 
practices.  Under  this  program  and  the 
adjustment  program,  American  farmers 
built  up  a  bank  of  fertility  and  they 
drew  upon  it  heavily  to  help  win  the 
war.  Did  it  pay?  In  Texas  alone  some 
40,000  farms  covering  15,000,000  acres 
have  been  aided  by  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  in  applying  conservation  plans. 
A  survey  of  typical  farmers  showed  that 
soil  conservation  enabled  them  to  step 
up  their  yields  per  acre  by  an  average 
of  26.5  percent. 

Third.  The  farm-credit  programs  dur¬ 
ing  the  tough  going  of  the  1930’s  helped 
farmers  refinance  their  mortgages,  re¬ 
duce  their  interest  payments,  and  keep 
their  farms.  Did  that  pay?  In  Texas 
250,000  Farm  Credit  and  Production 
Credit  Association  loans  were  made  in 
amounts  totaling  $725,000,000. 

Fourth.  The  farm-security  program 
helped  farm  tenants  become  owners  and 
small  farm  owners  to  improve  their 
economic  position  either  by  getting  ad¬ 
ditional  land  or  by  more  efficient  farm¬ 
ing.  Did  that  pay?  I  wish  the  87,000 
Texas  farmers  who  received  rehabilita¬ 
tion  loans  were  here  to  answer  that  ques¬ 
tion.  I  wish  the  4,000  farmers  who  took 
out  farm-ownership  loans  were  here  to 
tell  you.  Already  nine-tenths  of  the 
principal  of  the  rehabilitation  loans  has 
been  repaid  and  the  tenant  purchase 
borrowers  have  paid  up  86  percent  more 
than  would  be  required  on  the  basis  of 
equal  annual  installments  to  pay  their 
loans  in  full  in  40  years. 

Fifth.  The  rural  electrification  pro¬ 
gram  brought  power  and  light  to  millions 
of  American  farmers,  helping  them  to 
increase  their  production  efficiency  and 
to  improve  their  living  standards.  In 
Texas  alone,  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  in 
1935  until  the  end  of  1945,  a  total  of  $53,- 
590,000  was  loaned  to  provide  electric 
power  to  farmers.  REA  loans  were  used 
to  construct  44,000  miles  of  distribution 
lines  serving  114,000  consumers  in  rural 
Texas.  At  the  end  of  1945,  REA  bor¬ 
rowers  in  the  State  had  met  all  interest 
and  principal  payments  due  on  their 
loans  and  had  paid  $1,200,000  on  prin¬ 
cipal  ahead  of  due  dates.  Did  it  pay? 
Here  is  an  interesting  fact.  Eleven 
years  ago  when  the  rural  electrification 
program  was  started,  only  about  1 
Texas  farmer  out  of  50  had  electrical 
service.  That  proportion  has  been 
stepped  up  to  1  out  of  3.  For  the  whole 
Nation,  the  proportion  of  farms  with 


electricity  has  risen  from  about  10  per¬ 
cent  to  close  to  50  percent. 

I  could  go  on  for  a  long  time  talking 
about  the  marketing  agreements,  about 
water  facilities,  and  flood  control,  about 
price  supports,  commodity  loans,  and 
conservation  payments.  I  could  talk 
about  the  farm-labor  program  that  in 
1945  helped  more  than  77,000  Texas 
farmers  secure  workers.  I  could  talk 
about  the  research  programs  which  have 
paid  such  big  dividends  to  the  Nation — 
hybrid  corn  seed,  for  example,  or  the 
production  of  penicillin  in  commercial 
quantities,  or  the  development  of  dusts 
and  sprays  containing  DDT. 

But  I  am  going  to  pass  over  all  of  those 
features  and  mention  simply  the  protec¬ 
tion  farmers  are  given  under  the  so- 
called  Steagall  amendment,  which  as¬ 
sures  price  support  for  major  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  at  90  percent  of  parity 
or  higher  until  January  1,  1949.  'Thus, 
American  agriculture  is  protected  by  a 
fioor  under  prices.  We  all  know  why 
this  measure  was  adopted.  It  was 
adopted  because  our  Democratic  Party 
was  determined  that  American  farmers 
should  not  again  be  the  forgotten  men 
they  were  after  the  other  World  War. 
It  was  adopted  because  looming  very  big 
in  the  minds  of  the  President  and  the 
Congress  was  the  memory  of  the  terrible 
collapse  of  farm  prices  in  1920  and  1921. 
In  less  than  a  year,  at  that  time,  farm 
prices  plummeted  down  more  than  40 
percent. 

That  is  not  happening  this  time. 

Well,  there  is  the  record.  There  are 
the  facts.  As  has  been  said:  “The 
farmer  and  the  farmer’s  family  can 
measure  for  themselves  the  vast  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  desperation  which  was 
theirs  and  the  recovery  which  is  theirs.’’ 
Surely  the  record — in  peace  and  war 
alike — is  good. 

And  today  the  people  of  this  Nation 
are  enjoying  the  greatest  abundance  of 
the  products  of  the  farm  they  have  ever 
known. 

Let  me  again  cite  the  record.  With 
fewer  farms  and  with  10  percent  fewer 
workers  than  in  prewar,  with  shortages 
of  machinery  and  materials,  without 
plowing  up  the  parks  and  plains,  Amer¬ 
ican  agriculture  during  World  War  II 
stepped  up  production  more  than  one- 
third,  sent  up  to  one-fourth  of  its  prod¬ 
ucts  off  to  war,  and  at  the  same  time  fed 
civilians  10  percent  better  than  in  peace¬ 
time. 

Not  only  that,  but  year  by  year  and 
every  year — beginning  not  in  1942  or  in 
1940  but  away  back  in  1937  and  going 
right  through  the  war — American  agri¬ 
culture  set  new  production  records  every 
year.  Every  year  a  new  record.  Every 
year  more  food  than  the  year  before. 
Meat  production  jumped  by  about  one- 
half  over  the  1835-39  average,  and  egg 
production  by  about  three-fifths.  Com¬ 
mercial  truck  crops  increased  by  about 
two-fifths.  Output  of  some  of  the  war- 
valuable  vegetable  oil  crops,  such  as  soy¬ 
beans  and  flaxseed,  tripled  or  more  than 
tripled. 

And  how  was  it  done?  Not  by  put¬ 
ting  on  three  shifts.  First,  there  was  not 
labor  available  and,  second,  it  would  not 
have  made  much  difference  anyway,  be¬ 
cause  three  shifts  cannot  make  the  land 
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produce  and  the  sun  and  rain  work  any 
faster. 

It  was  done  by  long  hours,  by  hard 
work,  by  technological  improvement — 
and  by  a  legislative  program  that  helped 
the  farmer  go  all-out. 

It  was  possible  only  because  agricul¬ 
ture  had  been  snatched  from  the  near 
death  of  the  early  1930’s  and  restored  to 
the  vitality  and  good  health  of  the  1940’s. 

Now  that  is  a  long  story  about  agri¬ 
cultural  progress  and,,  prosperity.  It  is 
a  story  that  shoul(^  be  of  great  interest 
to  our  Republican  colleagues  because 
it  is  the  picture  of  the  sound,  healthy 
agricultural  situation  which  they,  as 
members  of  the  dominant  party,  are  in¬ 
heriting  as  we  begin  this  year  1947. 
Will  they  keep  it  that  way  during  their 
tenure  of  office?  It  cannot  be  done  by 
trusting  to  luck  and  ignoring  the  farm¬ 
er’s  problems  as  they  have  done  many 
times  in  the  past. 

There  are  many  problems  to  be  de¬ 
cided  about  the  future — such  problems 
as  making  full  use  of  the  farmers’  re¬ 
markable  increase  in  productive  capac¬ 
ity.  Inevitably,  there  must  be  readjust¬ 
ment  from  a  wartime  to  a  peacetime 
production  pattern.  In  times  past,  the 
inability  to  change  pace,  to  shift  gears, 
has  been  agriculture’s  biggest  handicap. 
In  the  last  14  years,  however',  farmers 
have  learned  much  about  the  necessity 
for  making  production  fit  demand — 
something  that  industry  has  long  recog¬ 
nized.  They  have  built  up  the  ma¬ 
chinery  to  make  that  adjustment  through 
the  legislative  programs  and  particu¬ 
larly  through  the  national  production 
goals. 

Thus,  during  the  war  the  goals  helped 
farmers  produce  the  tremendous  quan¬ 
tities  of  meat,  milk,  wheat,  corn,  cotton, 
eggs,  and  other  strategic  foods  that  a 
fighting  nation  requires.  Now  with  the 
return  of  peace  the  goals  are  helping 
agriculture  emphasize  such  production 
as  is  most  needed. 

To  make  the  goal  mechanism  work, 
there  obviously  must  be  unified  action. 
There  must  be  leadership.  In  the  case 
of  depressed  markets,  there  must  be  in¬ 
come  protection.  All  these  require¬ 
ments  can  be  provided  only  by  a  .con¬ 
tinuation  of  full-fledged  cooperation  be¬ 
tween  farmers  and  Government. 

Another  outstanding  problem — a  con¬ 
tinuing  problem  and  one  which  farmers 
have  already  made  a  good  start  in  solv¬ 
ing — is  that  of  soil  and  water  waste 
which  in  the  first  one-third  of  this  coun¬ 
try  made  almost  a  million  acres  a  year 
unfit  for  further  cultivation. 

The  conservation  job  is  well  underway, 
but  there  still  is  a  big  job  ahead.  The 
task  of  applying  the  basic  soil  and  water 
saving  measures  will  take  years  and — in 
the  interests  of  the  whole  American  peo¬ 
ple — there  must  be  no  slackening  of  the 
work. 

And  then  there  is  the  problem  of  re¬ 
gaining  adequate  foreign  trade  in  farm 
commodities.  By  means  of  the  World 
Bank  and  various  international  agree¬ 
ments,  the  Government  is  endeavoring 
to  help  agriculture  build  up  interna¬ 
tional  commerce.  The  Pood  and  Agri¬ 
culture  Organization  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  is  another  phase  of  the  world-wide 


effort  to  make  agriculture  strong  and 
prosperous  so  that  hunger  may  eventu¬ 
ally  be  banished  from  the  earth  along 
with  the  great  threat  to  peace  that 
hunger  inevitably  carries  with  it. 

The  whole  marketing  picture  needs  to 
be  examined  and  in  sortie  ways  re¬ 
vamped.  The  recent  Democratic  Con¬ 
gress  took  a  big  step  in  this  direction 
with  the  Agricultural  Research  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Act,  authorizing  widespread  re¬ 
search  to  discover  new  uses  for  farm 
products,  new  markets  for  old  products, 
new  methods  in  making  distribution  of 
farm  commodities  not  only  more  effi¬ 
cient  but  also  more  profitable. 

But  the  most  fundamental  factor  in 
the  mairy:enance  of  a  prosperous  and 
healthy  agriculture  is  a  continuance  of  a 
full  employment,  full  production  econ¬ 
omy. 

This  is  the  most  elementary  economics. 
Tlie  income  of  the  25,000,000  farm  peo¬ 
ple  must  come  primarily  from  the  spend¬ 
ing  of  the  115,000,000  city,  town,  and  vil¬ 
lage  people.  The  amount  of  food  money 
in  the  city  wage  earner’s  pocket  is  one  of 
the  measuring  sticks  of  the  farmer’s 
prosperity.  In  a  full  employment  econ¬ 
omy  where  the  wage  level  is  good,  much 
of  our  new-found  agricultural  produc¬ 
tivity  can  and  will  be  absorbed. 

During  the  depression  a  large  propor¬ 
tion  of  city,  town,  and  village  people 
could  not  buy  anywhere  near  the  amount 
of  food  they  wanted.  Millions  were  seri¬ 
ously  undernourished.  The  effects  of 
their  malnutrition  were  evident  not  only 
in  lowered  health  standards  but  in  re¬ 
duced  farm  income. 

Here  is  a  challenge  that  should  call 
forth  the  best  that  is  in  us.  This  great 
Nation  is  capable  of  producing  enough 
food  to  provide  its  people  with  a  good 
diet.  The  importance  of  good  diet  to 
national  health  and  strength  is  a  fact 
we  cannot  afford  to  ignore.  It  remains 
for  all  of  us  to  make  sure  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  have  the  means  of  purchasing 
the  food  which  farmers  are  so  capable  of 
producing. 

■We  have  made  great  progress  toward 
the  goals  of  security,  opportunity,  and 
prosperity.  Whatever  lies  beyond  the  veil 
that  hides  the  future  from  our  eyes,  this 
much  at  least  is  assured:  Never  in  all 
American  history  has  agriculture  been  so 
well  prepared  to  adjust  its  operations  to 
demand.  Never  has  it  been  better  able 
to  plan  a  wise  use  of  the  land  to  provide 
continuous,  abundant,  profitable  produc¬ 
tion  for  the  needs  of  the  whole  people. 

That,  I  am  sure,  is  the  conclusion  that 
even  the  Republican  Party  must  draw 
after  a  good  look  at  the  Democratic  rec¬ 
ord. 

For  the  welfare  of  American  agriculture 
and  of  the  whole  Nation,  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  Republican  Party  will  not  allow 
their  inheritance  of  a  sound  and  prosper¬ 
ous  agricultural  situation  to  be  frittered 
away. 

Nothing  is  more  fundamental  than  to 
keep  agriculture,  the  backbone  of  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  economy,  straight  and  strong.  But 
today  America'n  agriculture  is  at  the 
crossroads.  It  can  continue  strong  and 
healthy  or  it  can  sink  into  the  shabby 
doldrums  of  the  early  thirties.  The  legis¬ 
lative  responsibility  of  the  majority  party 


cannot  be  alibied  or  escaped,  and  if  the 
bill  which  we  are  considering  today — 
which  arbitrarily  cuts,  slashes,  or  elimi¬ 
nates  these  measures  which  have  been  so 
important  to  American  agriculture — is 
any  indication  of  the  policy  which  the 
Republicans  intend  to  follow,  then  the 
outlook  for  agriculture  is  indeed  black. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Ellsworth]. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  discuss  some  of  the  forest  con¬ 
servation  items  in  the  Forest  Service  ap¬ 
propriation  as  shown  in  H.  R.  3601. 

Those  of  us  who  have  been  in  close 
touch,  for  many  years,  with  the  work  of 
the  Forest  Service  are  concerned  by  the 
action  taken  by  the  committee.  The 
necessity  for  developing  our  forest  wealth 
to  the  maximum  needs  no  lengthy  ex¬ 
position.  The  story  has  been  heard  fre¬ 
quently  on  the  floors  of  this  Congress. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  about 
some  of  the  specific  cuts  the  committee 
has  made.  A  deep  cut  in  national-forest 
administration,  the  great  part  of  which 
is  designed  to  increase  present  timber 
sale  business,  is  short-sighted.  I  ques¬ 
tion  the  committee’s  comment  that  a 
good  deal  of  this  is  a  reduction  merely 
in  paper  work.  Much  of  this  reduction 
will  be  felt  in  the  ranger  and  supervisor 
jobs,  where  the  ultimate  work  of  the 
Service  must  be  done.  If  we  want  to 
build  our  national  forests  up  we  cannot 
reduce  in  the  forces  needed  to  put  good 
management  into  practice. 

I  am  also  concerned  about  two  reduc¬ 
tions  made  in  the  research  items.  One 
deals  with  the  work  pf  the  Madison  Lab¬ 
oratory.  It  is  regrettable  that  this  cut 
has  been  made  and  the  reasons  given  by 
the  committee  that  the  laboratory  has 
not  enjoyed  the  esteem  of  the  Congress 
and  that  its  work  is  academic  and  vision¬ 
ary  seem  to  me  to  be  quite  contrary  to 
the  facts.  The  Laboratory  has  an  en¬ 
viable  reputation  for  having  pioneered 
and  for  having  advanced  the  whole  field 
of  forest  products  in  America.  Its  repu¬ 
tation  extends  beyond  the  boundaries  of 
America  as  an  outstanding  institution, 
particularly  for  its  contributions  to  the 
war.  This  was  accomplished  because  it 
was  able  to  draw  upon  a  large  backlog 
of  research  work.  The  basic  work  that 
the  laboratory  has  advanced  has  been, 
and  will  continue  to  be,  translated  into 
practical  things  by  industry.  I  want  to 
call  attention  to  some  things  that  are  not 
visionary  or  impractical  accomplish¬ 
ments  of  the  laboratory:  They  developed 
the  semi-chemical-pulping  process  now 
in  use,  which  makes  possible  pulping  of 
species  never  used  before  and  with  high¬ 
er  yields  per  cord  of  wood.  This  will 
have  real  importance  if  we  are  to  meet 
the  existing  paper  shortage.  The  work 
of  the  laboratory  on  converting  waste 
material  to  yeast  and  alcohol  is  now 
bringing  to  the  field  a"  new  industry  of 
considerable  importance. 

May  I  say  right  here  that  some  3 
weeks  ago  I  visited  a  plant  newly  erected 
in  Springfield,  Oreg.,  which  was  produc¬ 
ing  alcohol,  good  192  proof  ethyl  alcohol 
from  sawdust.  This  plant  at  Springfield, 
Oreg.,  is  a  full-scale  commercial  plant 
producing  some  4,000,000  gallons  a  year, 
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or  it  will  produce  that  much  when  it 
gets  into  full  production,  and  it  was  made 
possible  only  because  of  the'  Madison 
Laboratory  work  on  the  pilot  plant.  The 
work  on  laminated  woods  and  new  pack¬ 
aging  techniques  furnished  the  Navy  and 
the  Army  sources  of  material  for  their 
war  needs — material  which  they  never 
had  before  and  when  they  needed  it  most. 
Those  of  us  in  the  West  who  have  profited 
by  the  findings  of  the  laboratory  would 
feel  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  decrease 
the  work  at  this. time. 

The  other  research  cut  deals  with  the 
Forest  Survey,  which  aims  to  give  a  sound 
inventory  of  our  resources,  our  require¬ 
ments,  and  our  drains.  This  work,  too, 
cannot  be  characterized,  as  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  done,  as  academic  and  lacking  in 
practical  value.  It  has  been  of  inesti¬ 
mable  value  in  the  Pacific  Northwest, 
where  the  original  survey  is  completed 
and  is  now  being  maintained.  Similar 
data  are  needed  for  all  the  forest  lands 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Whitten]  ,  a  member  of  the  committee,  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  we 
come  to  the  consideration  of  this  Agri¬ 
cultural  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  1948,  there  are  a  number  of  curious 
things  in  connection  with  it.  I  have 
served  on  this  committee  for  some  several 
years  now  and  with  the  members  of  the 
Republican  majority  who  were  on  this 
committee  prior  to  this  year. 

The  surprising  thing  when  we  read 
this  report  is  that  practically  every  pro¬ 
gram  that  has  been  absolutely  ruined  in 
this  bill  was  approved  and  subscribed  to 
by  the  Republican  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  no  later  than  last  year.  Hav¬ 
ing  approved  these  programs  last  year, 
it  is  surprising  that  we  find  this  year 
these  same  gentlemen  coming  into  the 
Congress  with  a  bill  which  virtually  ruins 
those  programs.  Looking  back  over  the 
situation  we  may  be  able  to  find  some 
explanation  for  that.  Last  year  this  bill 
was  considered  shortly  before  the  elec¬ 
tion.  It  was  then  their  hope  that  the 
Republican  Party  would  recapture  con¬ 
trol  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
of  the  Senate.  Of  course,  it  is  a  matter 
of  history  that  they  did  so  capture  con¬ 
trol  of  both  of  these  bodies.  The  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Members  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Senate  from  agricultural  regions 
other  than  the  South  are  in  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party. 

Shortly  after  that  election  in  Novem¬ 
ber  we  began  to  read  in  the  press  that 
the  Republican  Party  came  back  on  the 
basis  it  was  going  to  reduce  expenditures. 
That  is  a  worthy  objective.  Since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  this  House  I  have  tried 
to  vote  for  economy  in  Government. 
When  we  got  here  in  January,  however, 
we  learned  what  it  was.  intended  to  do 
with  these  savings  that  they  were  going 
to  make  through  a  cut  in  expenditures. 
When  these  four  committees  met  to 
adopt  this  $6,000,000,000  reduction,  of 
course  that  was  not  binding,  but  it  read 
good.  It  read  like  it  was  carrsdng  out 
the  mandate  of  the  people  to  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party.  At  that  meeting  we  on  the 


Democratic  side  tried  to  provide  that 
such  savings  as  were  made  would  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  retirement  of  the  national  debt. 
We  understand  what  it  means  to  do 
without  in  order  to  pay  what  you  owe. 
Nearly  all  of  us  as  individuals  have  had 
that  experience. 

In  the  meeting  of  these  four  commit¬ 
tees  over  which  the  Republicans  had  con¬ 
trol,  they  refused  to  provide  that  the 
money  which  was  saved  would  be  applied 
to  reduction  of  the  national  debt.  We 
saw  from  the  press  that  another  of  their 
promises  to  the  American  people  was  to 
reduce  the  income  tax.  So  this  $6,000,- 
000,000  cut  was  tied  in  with  what  was 
then  known  as  the  Knutson  bill.  Under 
that  bill,  a  man  with  a  $300,000  income 
would  have  gdtten  an  increase  in  his 
carry-home  pay  of  as  much  as  69  per¬ 
cent.  The  small  fellow  who  got  $1,000 
would  have  gotten  an  increase  of  2.1  per¬ 
cent  and  the  man  with  a  $10,000  income 
only  6.1  percent. 

In  carrying  out  this  commitment, 
where  did  they  start  out  in  January  to 
get  this  money,  not  to  apply  on  the  na¬ 
tional  debt  but  to  be  used  in  passing  the 
Knutson  bill  which  got  too  hot  for  them. 
They  passed  a  bill,  however,  that  is  vir¬ 
tually  no  better.  Where  did  they  start 
out  in  January  to  get  that  money? 

When  they  called  the  House  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  together-  we  first 
noticed  it.  When  they  set  up  the  sub¬ 
committees,  in  every  instance  but  1, 
in  10  of  them  to  be  exact,  there  was  a 
division  of  4  Republicans  to  3  Democrats. 
But  when  they  got  to  the  Agriculture 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  there 
was  a  division  of  5  Republicans  to  3 
Democrats.  I  tell  you,  Mr.  Chairman, 
this  bill  and  certain  phases  of  it  was  a 
direct  result  of  that  overwhelming  vote 
on  this  committee  of  5  Republicans  to  3 
Democrats.  So  we  can  see  back  in  Jan¬ 
uary  there  was  some  intent  to  see  that 
these  cuts  were  made  and  applied  to  agri¬ 
culture,  and  they  were  used  to  pass  this 
tax  bill  that  now  rests  in  the  other  body. 

There  is  another  thing  that  is  most 
unusual  here.  Back  in  February,  of  all 
the  subcomittees  of  the  Appropriations 
Committees  there  was  only  one  that  I 
know  of  where  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  then  before  any  hearings  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  committee  how  much  the 
cuts  were  going  to  be  and  where  they 
were  going  to  be  made.  That  was  done 
by  the  chairman  of  this  Subcommittee  on 
Agricultural  Appropriations.  Of  course, 
when  the  news  got  out  that  he  planned  to 
provide  no  funds  for  research  in  utiliza¬ 
tion  and  marketing  of  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts  as  authorized  under  the  Hope-Flan- 
nagan  bill,  when  it  got  out  that  it  called 
for  the  elimination  of  the  school-lunch 
program,  when  they  learned  it  would  do 
away  with  a  great  deal  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration,  of  course, 
when  the  heat  got  too  strong  with  regard 
to  those  three  segments  of  the  bill,  they 
were  not  treated  as  they  announced  they 
were  going  to  be  treated  in  February,  and 
some  provision  is  made  in  this  bill  for 
those  programs,  although  the  bill  is 
Inadequate  in  my  judgment. 

Now,  there  i^  another  thing  that  I 
think  might  be  called  to  your  attention 


and  that  is  this:  After  this  committee 
had  been  in  session  for  8  weeks,  after 
we  had  marked  up  the  bill,  after  the 
clerks  had  printed  the  hearings,  after 
the  report  had  been  prepared  and  the 
tables  compiled,  10  days  after  all  that 
had  been  done,  on  last  Monday,  there 
was  a  meeting  of  the  Republican  steering 
committee,  and  in  the  press  the  next 
morning  there  was  a  statement  that  the 
Republicans  were  falling  far  behind  in 
their  efforts  to  make  it  possible  to  pass 
their  tax  biU  and  what  do  we  find  when 
that  statement  appeared  in  the  press? 
We  find  the  very  next  day  this  commit¬ 
tee,  having  completed  its  labors  10  days 
before,  and  though  these  five  gentle¬ 
men — and  they  are  most  estimable  gen¬ 
tlemen — on  the  Republican  side  had 
taken  their  knife  and  applied  it  to  the 
Department  after  8  weeks  of  hearing 
witnesses,  and  after  having  done  what 
I  feel  sure  they  believed  was  a  good 
job,  after  having  reduced  the  Depart¬ 
ment  $337,000,000 — 10  days  after  that, 
when  the  Republican  steering  commit¬ 
tee  had  met  and  determined  that  they 
had  to  go  back  and  cut  some  more  if 
they  were  going  to  be  able  to  pass  this 
tax  bill,  the  first  committee  that  was 
called  back  was  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  for  Agriculture,  and  we  met 
in  session  on  Wednesday,  and  there,  too 
late  to  get  what  we  did  in  the  report, 
they  adopted  four  amendments.  One 
of  those  did  away  with  the  farm -tenant 
purchase  program  under  the  Farmers’ 
Home  Administration.  They  said  to  the 
49,000  veterans  who  made  applications 
for  loans  under  their  program,  and  they 
said  to  the  35,000  who  now  have  their 
applications  in  the  process  of  being  ap¬ 
proved,  “We  have  cut  you  off  because  we 
have  got  to  have  the  money  for  the  tax- 
reduction  bill.”  There  is  no  fund  for 
that  for  the  next  year.  And  they  looked 
at  the  triple  A  and  they  said,  “Why, 
under  the  triple  A  program  you  are  not 
supposed  to  get  payments  unless  you  do 
certain  things  for  yourselves  and  for 
your  own  land.  It  has  cost  you  about 
$2  for  each  dollar  that  the  Government 
promised  to  pay.”  They  said,  “We  need 
some  more  money,  so  instead  of  having 
to  prove  that  you  did  this  work,  you  just 
come  in  and  say  you  did  it  and  we  will 
give  you  the  money  so  that  we  can  cut 
$8,000,000  more  and  make  that  avail¬ 
able  for  this  tax  bill.”  That  was  done. 

Then  we  come  to  crop  insurance.  The 
testimony  from  the  Department  was  that 
it  would  take  $4,000,000  to  wind  up  the 
affairs  of  the  crop  insurance  program,  but 
in  their  need  for  additional  funds,  they 
cut  the  $2,000,000  that  they  had  earlier 
allowed  to  $1,000,000.  Even  though  the 
present  chairman  of  the  committee  last 
year,  when  they  were  trying  to  reduce  the 
administrative  fund  for  the  Farmers’ 
Home  Administration,  then  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  when  he  spoke 
against  a  simple  cut  of  $1,000,000,  from 
$24,000,000  to  $23,000,000,  said  “I  will  not 
be  a  party  to  meat-ax  methods  of  reduc¬ 
ing  expenditures.”  Notwithstanding 
that,  when  this  committee  met,  it  went 
Into  that  phase  of  this  program  and  the 
administrative  fund  is  cut  approximately 
40  percent  when  they  have  outstanding 
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loans  of  more  than  $800,000,000  that  must 
be  serviced  and  should  be  collected. 

Here  is  something  I  want  you  to  keep 
In  mind,  and  this  is  most  unsuual.  There 
were  two  little  items  that  came  up  in  that 
meeting  of  the  rump  committee,  as 
some  people  have  termed  these  call¬ 
backs.  At  the  same  meeting  held  about 
10  days  after  the  business  affairs  of  the 
committee  were  over  there  were  two  little 
bills  of  $7,500  v;hich  two  good  members 
of  that  party  wanted  to  get  through.  The 
Department  had  not  sent  them  down. 
They  had  not  even  considered  them. 
The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  did  not  send 
them  down.  They  had  not  considered 
them.  Now,  do  not  misunderstand  me. 
I  am  not  opposed  to  consideration  of 
requests  of  individual  Members  who  know 
the  situation  and  w'ho  have  a  personal 
Interest  in  presenting  these  matters,  but 
10  days  after  the  committee  w^as  through, 
and  when  they  were  called  back  to  strike 
out  $40,000,000  more  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  agriculture,  they  spend  their 
time  approving  two  additional  projects 
that  individual  members  of  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party  were  interested  in  of  $7,500 
each.  That  was  a  part  of  the  committee 
action. 

But,  here  is  the  unusual  circumstance 
connected  with  this,  gentlemeri.  When 
the  whole  committee  met  and  the  Re¬ 
publican  members  of  this  subcommittee 
submitted  in  writing  the  action  of  the 
subcommittee  in  which  they  wiped  out 
this  $40,000,000,  lo  and  behold  these  two 
little  bills  that  were  stirred  up  to  take 
care  of  individual  Members,  without  any 
showing  at  all,  had  been  overlooked. 
When  I  asked  the  question  as  to  why 
they  were  not  included,  it  was  said, 
“Why,  they  were  adopted  so  late  that 
we  could  not  bring  them  here  without 
having  to  mess  up  the  entire  tabulations 
and  tables.  We  could  not  figure  them 
through  these  reports.” 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  In  just  a  moment. 

Of  course,  my  question  then  was,  “How 
could  you  figure  the  $40,000,000  that  you 
cut  away  back  through  these  reports, 
when  they  were  adopted  the  same 
morning?”  We  have  had  no  real  answer 
to  that  as  yet.  You  are  bound  to  reach 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  determined 
that  it  might  be  a  little  embarrassing,  but 
I  doubt  that  that  would  embarrass  any 
group  who  would  come  here  this  year 
and  absolutely  destroy  several  of  the 
farm  programs  which  they  sponsored 
and  approved  less  than  a  year  ago  and 
preceding  the  last  election. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The 
gentleman  has  in  part  answered  the 
question  I  have  not  asked.  As  I  recall, 
the  reason  for  the  two  items  to  which  the 
gentleman  refers  was  that  the  matters 
had  come  up  after  the  bill  was  closed. 
I  thought  perhaps  the  gentleman  also 
wanted  to  include  in  the  list  the  money 
we  voted  to  repair  the  damages  due  to 
the  Oklahoma  tornado,  which  came  up 
at  the  same  time  and  which  was  included 
at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  to  indicate  that  they  are  of  some¬ 


what  the  same  nature,  the  Oklahoma 
situation  and  that  in  the  gentleman’s 
district  and  that  in  the  district  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  Of  California.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  gentleman  wants  to  be 
accurate,  and  will  say  it  was  not  in  this 
gentleman’s  district. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  In  the  gentleman’s 
State;  perhaps  I  am  in  error. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  thank 
the  gentleman,  but  we  have  23  Congress¬ 
men  in  California. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Yes,  and  we  feel  the 
weight  of  their  votes  sometimes,  as  we 
apparently  did  this  morning  in  the  vote 
on  the  rule. 

I  have  never  opposed  any  cuts  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  I  believe  I 
have  a  good  record  here  in  economy.  I 
subscribe  to  most  of  the  reductions  in 
this  bill  if  they  were  properly  applied. 
But  to  show  you  that  the  cuts  in  this 
Department  are  a  result  of  the  pressures 
of  the  announcement  of  certain  political 
leaders  in  the  Republican  Party,  read 
this  bill,  and  you  will  not  see  where  there 
is  any  case  where  there  must  be  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  personnel,  with  one  exception, 
and  that  is  that  in  the  Information  Serv¬ 
ice  it  is  limited  to  250  people. 

When  they  set  out  to  absolutely  ruin 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the 
triple-A  payments  because  of  the  dupli¬ 
cation  between  those  agencies  and  the 
Extension  Service,  I  said,  “Gentlemen, 
do  not  ruin  a  service  to  the  American 
people.  If  there  are  faults  and  duplica¬ 
tions  that  ought  to  be  eliminated,  and  I 
agree  with  you  that  there  are,  this  com¬ 
mittee  should  consolidate  all  those  super¬ 
visory  and  administrative  personnel,  and 
I  will  go  along  with  you  in  doihg  that.” 
But  no,  they  were  not  interested  in  that, 
they  just  cut  the  total  amount  of  money, 
because  what  is  necessary  is  to  show  up 
with  the  funds. 

I  tried  to  do  that  throughout  this  bill. 
When  they  got  to  the  REA,  the  chief 
objection,  and  you  gentlemen  will  bear 
me  out,  to  the  REA  appropriation  for 
administrative  funds  was  objections  to 
certain  people  who  have  to  do  with  that 
administration.  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
a  Member  of  this  House  who  would  in¬ 
tentionally — I  do  not  know  what  the 
pressures  are  from  the  national  party, 
never  having  undergone  such  pressures 
myself,  but  I  do  not  believe  in  the  face 
of  any  pressure  from  any  party  that  any 
man  from  an  agricultural  region  would 
have  the  courage  to  cut  down  the  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration,  as  much  as  it  means  to  the 
rural  people  of  this  country.  But  I  think 
it  must  be  agreed  that  the  chief  reason 
for  this  cut  in  the  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  REA  was  a  disagreement 
with,  dislike  of,  or  failure  to  appreciate 
the  capacity  of  certain  people  who  have 
to  do  with  this  operation.  Of  course, 
there  could  be  real  merit  to  that  with 
regard  to  a  few  people.  I  do  not  know, 
many  of  them  are  able,  conscientious 
administrators,  but  I  do  say  that  I  tried 
to  get  the  majority  members  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  to  bring  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  in  here.  I  said  to  the  committee, 
“If  there  is  something  wrong  with  the 
administration  of  this  agency,  let  us  cor¬ 
rect  it,  but  let  us  not  cut  out  a  service  to 


the  American  people,  let  us  not  cripple  an 
agency  here  which  means  more  to  the 
farm  people  and  those  who  live  in  rural 
areas  than  almost  anything  that  has  been 
done  in  this  Government.” 

One  of  the  biggest  reasons  for  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  setting  up  this  administration 
in  the  outset  was  because  the  utility  com¬ 
panies  had  gone  into  the  more  populous 
areas  and  gotten  the  so-called  cream  of 
the  crop.  The  first  local  REA  associa¬ 
tions  quite  naturally  were  set  up  in  the 
more  populous  areas.  The  first  lines 
built  were  through  the  more  populous 
areas,  and  it  is  only  during  the  last  few 
years  that  proper  attention  has  been 
given  to  area  coverage  and  to  planning 
so  that  eventually  this  service  can  be 
given  to  all  rural  people.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  would  like  to  call  attention  also  to  the 
fact  that  when  a  local  REA  association 
borrows  money  from  the  Government, 
makes  its  original  plan,  and  has  it  ap¬ 
proved,  that  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration  is  without  power  to  ex¬ 
pand  their  service  and  carry  their  lines 
to  other  areas  where  they  give  addi¬ 
tional  service  to  still  more  people.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration  does  have  an  opportunity  to 
do  that  when  the  additional  loans  are 
requested,  the  so-called  class  B  loans. 
Under  the  law,  once  the  local  co-op  is 
created,  expansion  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  directors  and  manager  of  the  local 
association.  Certainly  they  should,  and 
I  believe  they  do,  want  to  expand  this 
service  to  their  neighbors  and  to  others 
in  their  own  area  who  have  been  un¬ 
able  to  get  current.  But  we  need  the 
national  administration  to  assist  in 
making  available  poles,  transformers, 
and  materials,  and  to  see  in  this  time  of 
shortage  that  all  of  that  does  not  go  into 
the  hands  of  the  utility  companies. 
Most  of  these  directors  are  not  experi¬ 
enced  engineers,  and  they  need  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  national  association  and  engi¬ 
neers  for  planning  so  that  eventually  the 
line  can  be  built  economically  to  all  rural 
people  of  the  Nation,  and  yet  though 
practically  all  the  money  requested  for 
loan  authority  is  made  available,  the 
fund  for  the  rural  electrification  is  re¬ 
duced  by  one-third. 

The  first  of  this  year  there  were  two 
and  one-half  million  farm  families  still 
living  without  electric  light  and  power. 
It  is  estimated  that  in  addition  to  these 
unelectrified  farms  there  are  more  than 
2,000,000  rural  establishments  such  as 
schools,  crossroads  business  places,  and 
rural  dwellings  not  on  farms  that  do  not 
have  high-line  power. 

Few  counties,  even  in  the  most  pro.s- 
perous  areas,  have  completed  their  rural 
electrification.  While  a  big  and  difiBcult 
part  of  the  job  remaining  is  in  the  less 
densely  settled  areas  of  the  West,  it  is  a 
fact  that  almost  60  percent  of  the  unelec¬ 
trified  farms  are  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River.  The  States  of  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia,  as  a 
group,  have  more  unelectrified  farms 
than  all  of  the  11  westernmost  States 
together. 

Nine  States  each  have  more  than  120,- 
000  farms  still  awaiting  the  highlines.  In 
each  of  18  States  there  are  more  than 
60,000  farms  without  electricity. 
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These  figures  give  an  indication  of  the 
magnitude  of  what  has  yet  to  be  done. 
The  REA  today  has  a  backlog  of  applica¬ 
tions  for  rural-electrification  loans  to¬ 
taling  $237,000,000  and  will  have  $270,- 
000,000  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 
Farmers  in  every  State  and  every  com¬ 
munity  are  insisting  that  they  be  given 
the  opportunity  to  provide  themselves 
with  electricity.  Even  though  good 
progress  has  been  made  during  these 
dozen  years,  the  fact  that  approximately 
43  percent  of  the  Nation’s  farms  still  are 
unelectrified  represents  a  powerful  chal¬ 
lenge  to  future  action. 

Such  reduction  would  be  penny-wise 
and  pound-foolish.  It  would  be  costly 
in  terms  of  dollars,  and  even  more  costly 
in  terras  of  accomplishing  the  objectives 
of  rural  electrification. 

The  Congress  has  authorized  a  billion- 
dollar  investment  in  rural  electrification. 
This  investment  is  self -liquidating  but  is 
not  and  cannot  be  self-administered. 
The  Government’s  contracts  must  be 
carried  out  and  the  Government’s 
security  must  be  protected.  Common 
business  sense  requires  this.  An  arbi¬ 
trary  reduction  in  the  funds  for  adminis¬ 
tration  of  this  program  is  unwarranted 
and  unwise — it  is  just  poor  business. 
Let  us  examine  the  facts. 

As  every  single  member  of  this  House 
representing  a  rural  area  well  knows, 
the  extension  of  electricity  is  today  more 
desired  than  any  other  single  improve¬ 
ment  that  can  come  to  unserved  rural 
areas.  No  single  thing  can  so  greatly  re¬ 
duce  the  difference  between  rural  and 
urban  living  standards  as  the  taking  of 
electricity  to  farm  homes.  Fortunately, 
we  have  in  the  REA  program  a  method  in 
this  country  by  which  that  objective  can 
be  accomplished  on  a  self -liquidating 
basis. 

The  rural  electrification  program  is 
being  carried  forward  through  nearly 
one  thousand  individual  farmer-owned 
cooperatives.  Up  until  the  war  and  some 
since  with  the  guidance,  counsel,  and  en¬ 
couragement  which  the  relatively  small 
staff  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration  has  been  able  to  give,  these 
farmer-managed  cooperatives  have  been 
constantly  growing  and  reaching  out  to 
serve  more  and  more  of  their  neighbors. 
It  can  be  said,  almost  without  exception, 
plans  are  getting  started  to  carry  the 
REA  program  forward  in  every  single 
rural  community  of  this  Nation.  Today 
there  are  REA-financed  lines  in  more 
than  2,200  ^counties.  There  are  nearly 
one  and  three-quarter  million  farm 
families  and  other  rural  consumers  re¬ 
ceiving  service  from  REA-financed  lines. 
New  consumers  are  going  on  REA-fi¬ 
nanced  lines  at  the  rate  of  25,000  per 
month.  Plans  projected  into  1948  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  program  will  accelerate  to 
a  point  where  new  consumers  will  be 
connected  at  a  rate  exceeding  one-half 
million  per  year. 

Even  though  the  cooperatives  are 
pushing  into  thinner  and  thinner  terri¬ 
tory,  their  financial  record  is  excellent. 
They  have  repaid  more  than  twenty  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  on  their  loans  before  the  due 
date. 

Although  the  progress  during  the  past 
12  years  has  been  amazing,  with  the 
percentage  of  farms  electrified  increas¬ 


ing  from  11  to  about  57  percent,  there 
still  remain  about  two  and  one-half 
million  unserved  farm  homes — some  of 
them,  incidentally,  in  every  rural  con¬ 
gressional  district — and  at  least  2,000,000 
other  unserved  rural  dwellings,  churches, 
schools  and  the  like.  To  these  unserved 
people  the  great  progress  made  during 
the  last  decade  is  meaningless.  Their 
homes  are  as  dark  and  their  lives  filled 
with  as  much  drudgery  now  as  they  were 
before  the  program  started.  It  is  in 
terms  of  those  people  that  we  must  think. 

We  want  the  cooperatives  to  be  con¬ 
stantly  encouraged  to  take  in  new  mem¬ 
bers  and  to  build  more  lines — in  fact  to 
get  on  with  the  job  of  electrifying  rural 
America.  More  importantly,  we  cCiust 
rely  on  the  REA  staff  to  give  to  the  efforts 
of  each  of  these  hundreds  of  coopera¬ 
tives  in  46  States,  a  national  plan  of  area 
coverage  which  will  assure  that  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  electricity  will  be  made  available 
in  all  rural  areas  in  the  most  economical 
manner  possible  at  the  earliest  possible 
date. 

ADEQUATE  SUPPORT  IS  NOT  GIVEN  FOR  THE 
RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OP  1946 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  recognized 
for  many  years  that  research  in  agricul¬ 
ture  has  worked  wonders.  It  has  given 
us  improved  seed,  greater  production 
from  the  same  investment  and  from  the 
same  work.  We  have  seen  total  produc¬ 
tion  of  agriculture  products  multiplied 
many  times  as  a  result  of  research  in'  pro¬ 
duction.  And  as  a  result  this  country  has 
been  able  to  produce  and  meet  the  needs 
through  this  war.  We  have  seen  produc¬ 
tion  reach  untold  limits,  and  except  for 
the  world’s  needs  we  would  have  tre¬ 
mendous  sixrpluses  today.  Just  as  soon 
as  the  world  is  able  to  supply  its  own 
needs  even  to  a  limited  extent,  surpluses 
will  pile  up  again  in  this  great  Nation. 

The  chairman  of  the  agriculture  legis¬ 
lative  committee  and  the  ranking  Demo¬ 
crats  on  the  committee,  Mr.  Hope  and 
Mr.  Flanagan,  joined  by  my  able  col¬ 
league,  Mr.  Abernethy,  of  Mississippi, 
realizing  that  this  situation  was  not  too 
far  off,  last  year  passed  through  this  Con¬ 
gress  the  Agriculture  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  known  as  the  Hope-Flanagan  bill. 

Duties  levied  on  imported  agricultural 
commodities  have  been  used  to  protect 
the  farmers  of  this  country  from  the 
Impact  of  disastrous  price  collapse  that 
follows  a  little  surplus  production  and 
has  given  the  low-income  consumers  ac- 
cesif  to  better  foods.  This  action  strikes 
at  farmers  of  the  entire  Nation. 

Why  is  it,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this 
subcommittee  has  taken  upon  itself  to 
repeal  one  of  the  major  legislative  actions 
of  this  Congress  in  history  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  American  agriculture  and  the 
granting  to  those  that  engage  in  agricul¬ 
ture  fair  treatment  with  industrial  pro¬ 
duction  which  through  the  years  has  had 
protection,  and  in  its  action  is  com¬ 
pletely  usurping  the  jurisdiction,  rights, 
and  prerogatives  of  the  great  agricul¬ 
ture  legislative  committee  headed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  ? 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HORAN.  The  gentleman  recalls, 
of  course,  that  we  have  not  reduced  any 


of  the  loans  for  the  REA.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  There  is  a  $25,000,- 
000  reduction. 

Mr.  HORAN.  That  was  not  a  loan 
fund. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  There  is  a  slight  re¬ 
duction,  although  I  doubt  the  loan  au¬ 
thority  has  been  seriously  crippled. 

Mr.  HORAN.  To  give  an  illustration, 
the  gentleman  recalls  perhaps  that  it  is 
the  experience  of  the  REA  cooperatives 
in  his  own  district  that  in  some  cases  it 
has  been  a  matter  of  overadministra¬ 
tion  or  overregulation  on  the  part  of 
the  REA  at  the  Federal  level. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
making  a  very  interesting  statement. 
Can  you  tell  us  why  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  brought  an  amendment 
here  to  the  act  dealing  with  the  lending 
powers  of  the  REA  rather  than  submit 
that  question  to  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  which  wrote  the  pro¬ 
visions  providing  how  the  loans  are  to 
be  made  and  how  the  REA  should  get 
its  funds? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  a  rather  dif¬ 
ficult  question  to  answer.  The  action  of 
this  committee  does  not  reflect  my  own 
views.  Apparently,  it  was  believed  that 
now  is  the  time  to  act  and  that  the 
majority  members  of  the  committee 
could  do  as  good  or  even  better  a  job 
than  the  folks  on  your  committee.  That 
is  about  the  only  way  I  can  see  it. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Did  your  com¬ 
mittee  find  any  reason  why  under  the 
plan  set  up  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  for  the  REA  to  obtain  these 
loans  and  get  money  with  which  to  op¬ 
erate  they  (lid  not  recommend  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  that  this  com¬ 
mittee  study  the  question  and  report  the 
necessary  changes  back  to  the  Congress 
for  action? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  wish  to  say  with  re¬ 
gard  to  that  particular  provision,  doubt¬ 
less  it  is  an  improvement  over  the  former 
procedure,  but  in  view  of  the  history  of 
the  differences  between  the  legislative 
committee  and  the  appropriations  sub¬ 
committee,  certainly  I  think  it  would 
have  been  much,  much  better,  instead  of 
bringing  it  in  in  this  way  that  appropri¬ 
ate  action  had  been  recommended  to  the 
gentleman’s  committee  and  acted  upon 
by  that  committee. 

I  now  yield  to  my  chairman. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  In  direct  response  to 
my  friend  from  Missouri,  this  matter  was 
initiated  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  itself  after  a  check  with  the 
Budget  Bureau,  the  budget  ofiBcer,  and 
the  Budget  Division  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  for  the  reason  that  it 
would  be  far  better  to  go  directly  to  the 
Treasury  with  a  consequent  saving  of 
three-quarters  of  1  percent  in  adminis¬ 
trative  costs  and  thereby  enable  an  econ¬ 
omy  of  $25,000,000  to  be  effected  because 
it  was  not  necessary  then  to  cover  the  so- 
called  85  percent  collateral  clause  in  the 
basic  law.  That  is  the  answer. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  mean  to  say  that  he  encourages  and 
favors  representatives  from  the  REA  or 
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any  other  Government  agency  coming 
before  your  committee? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  May  I  suggest  that 
the  gentleman  referred  to  the  RFC? 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  am  speaking 
now  of  the  RFC  or  the  REA  coming  be¬ 
fore  your  committee  and  suggesting 
changes  to  be  made  in  the  basic  law  rath¬ 
er  than  to  have  these  people  come  to  the 
legislative  committees  of  the  Congress 
which  were  set  up  to  do  that  job?  Can 
you  explain  why  you  encourage  that? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  May  I  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Missouri  that  I  encourage 
everybody  in  government  to  come  and 
see  me  individually  or  in  my  capacity  as 
chairman  if  I  think  it  will  enhance  effi¬ 
ciency  and  economy  in  government. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Then  you  advo¬ 
cate  that  all  of  these  departments  come 
to  your  committee  and  let  you  write  the 
law  with  respect  to  these  departments 
rather  than  to  the  legislative  committees 
of  this  House.  Is  that  what  you  are  ad¬ 
vocating? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  was  not  the 
gentleman’s  question  in  the  first  place. 
I  encouraged  those  people  to  come,  be¬ 
cause  I  like  to  get  these  ideas  that  will 
give  us  sounder  and  more  efficient  gov¬ 
ernmental  structure. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Will  you  explain 
again,  are  we  to  let  people  come  to  a 
star  chamber  session  Vv^here  the  public 
is  not  invited,  where  nobody  knows  what 
is  going  on,  and  there  formulate  the 
policies  of  these  agencies  and  depart¬ 
ments  of  government,  without  anybody 
outside  being  advised  about  what  is  go¬ 
ing  on  until  this  report  finally  comes 
out  a  day  or  two  before  the  bill  is  up  for 
consideration? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman’s 
question  is  beautifully  academic,  be¬ 
cause  all  hearings  are  closed  in  the 
Appropriations  Committee. 

Mr.  ZIIvIMERMAN.  Do  you  think, 
then,  admitting  they  are  all  closed,  that 
that  committee  should  assume  to  take 
over  the  burden  of  the  legislative  duties 
of  this  Congress? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Definitely  not,  but 
may  I  remind  the  gentleman  that  every 
legislative  proviso  in  this  bill  is  coupled 
with  an  economy.  That  is  the  impor¬ 
tant  point. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  ’Then  you  can 
justify  revising  and  revamping  prac¬ 
tically  all  of  the  legislative  action  of  this 
Congress  that  has  been  had  by  its  legis¬ 
lative  committees?  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  knows 
the  answer  to  that  as  well  as  I  do.  The 
answer  is  “No.”  It  must  be  done  within 
reasonable  limits  and  with  the  proper 
restrictions. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  think  this  Con¬ 
gress  should  know  pretty  soon  just  how 
far  the  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  proposes  to  go 
when  it  deals  with  legislative  matters. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  best  answer  is 
the  history  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  May  I  state  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  that  you  have 
a  perfect  example  of  how  far  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  go  in  the  bill  now  being 
considered. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  There  are  five 
different  provisions  in  this  bill  rewriting 


the  law  governing  certain  agencies  and 
groups. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  May  I  remind  the 
gentleman  that  in  other  years,  when  your 
party  was  in  power,  the  subcommittee 
used  to  come  in  here  with  a  dozen  or 
fifteen  provisions  in  the  bill.  We  have 
been  very  modest  and  restrained. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  will  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  that  he  well 
knows,  because  he  is  a  very  able  and  effi¬ 
cient  Member  of  this  body - 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  The  gentleman 
well  knows  the  proposition  was  made 
that  appropriations  for  certain  things 
that  w'ire  beneficial  to  agriculture  would 
not  be  made,  because  there  was  no  basic 
law  authorizing  the  appropriations,  and 
finally  this  House  said  that  unless  you 
have  legislative  action  for  these  appro¬ 
priations,  we  are  not  going  to  give  them 
to  you.  "The  gentleman  well  knows  that 
the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
went  to  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
of  which  you  were  a  member,  and  asked 
for  a  list  of  the  things  that  needed  legis¬ 
lative  support.  The  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  sat  down  and  wrote  a  bill, 
containing,  I  think,  ""S  or  80  different 
provisions,  every  one  you  said  was  nec¬ 
essary  to  obviate  a  rule  waiving  points  of 
order,  and  we  passed  that  bill  in  this 
House.  Yet,  in  spite  of  that  fact,  your 
committee  comes  back  tcday  in  five  dif¬ 
ferent  instances  and  seeks  to  plaice  legis¬ 
lation  on  an  appropriation  bill,  and  even 
to  amend  laws  which  this  Congress  has 
written. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  has  not 
come  to  the  present  chairman  of  this 
subcommittee  with  any  such  proposal. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  You  were  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  that  committee  when  we  did  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  instant  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  has  made  specific 
recommendations  to  the  chairman  of 
your  committee  with  respect  to  things 
that  should  be  done.  That  is,  they  were 
informal,  but  they  were  specific,  none¬ 
theless. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
fuse  to  yield  further.  I  have  concluded 
that  many  of  these  differences  are  not 
going  to  be  resolved,  so  we  might  as  well 
proceed. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  action  of  this 
committee,  in  several  instances,  certainly, 
I  think  we  have  broken  faith  with  Amer¬ 
ican  agriculture.  Only  last  year  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  this  committee 
went  on  this  floor  and  urged  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  this  country  to  plant  every  avail¬ 
able  acre,  be  it  thin,  be  it  eroded,  what¬ 
ever  its  condition  was;  that  the  food 
situation  in  the  United  States  and 
throughout  the  world  was  so  deplorable 
that  the  farmers  of  this  Nation  should 
plant. every  available  inch  of  ground  they 
had  into  farm  products,  to  help  relieve 
this  shortage.  ’There  the  chairman  said, 
when  crops  are  produced,  of  course  there 
is  another  element  in  there,  and  that  is 
to  conserve  the  soil: 

I  was  a  little  hostile  a  few  years  ago,  as 
you  may  remember,  to  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  but  the  more  I  saw  of  the  world,  the 
erosion,  the  leaching  process.  In  India,  In 
Ceylon,  north  Africa,  and  elsewhere,  where 
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people  have  such  difficulty  In  making  sus- 
slstence,  where  people  have  to  work  from 
sunrise  to  sunset,  I  got  a  better  appreciation 
as  to  what  soil,  one  of  the  greatest  assets  of 
our  country  really  means.  So,  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  and  also  the  practice  carried  on  under 
the  Soil  Service,  and  Etomestlc  Allotments, 
are  some  cf  the  top  functions  of  the  De¬ 
partment. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  urge  the  farmers 
to  do  everything  possible  toward  produc¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  products  regardless 
of  its  effect  on  the  soil. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield.  • 

Mr.  DIRBISEN.  V/ill  the  gentleman 
tell  them  that  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  has  not  changed  his  views  about 
that  matter,  and  then  tell  them  also  that 
they  have  over  a  hundred  publicity  ex¬ 
perts  in  Soil  Conservation,  over  146  peo¬ 
ple  doing  personnel  work;  and  that  what 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  wants  to  do 
is  to  eliminate*  a  lot  of  waste  and  ex¬ 
travagance,  and  if  he  had  had  his  own 
way  he  would  have  cut  it  half  in  two  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  at  this  duplication 
and  waste  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
pointed  out. 

Soil  Conservation  has  12,000  people, 
the  Extension  Service  has  11,000  people, 
the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  has 
9,200  at  the  farm  level.  All  of  them  were 
engaged  in  some  kind  of  duplication. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  And  the  gentleman 
will  admit  that  he  refused  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  refused  to  consider  the  consolida¬ 
tion  of  supervisory  and  administrative 
personnej  in  those  respective  agencies 
so  as  to  get  at  the  basic  problem  and 
thereby  reduce  the  cost  of  the  service  in¬ 
stead  of  the  service. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  good  friend  be¬ 
labors  me  first  because  to  taring  about 
some  economy  there  is  legislation  in  the 
bill,  and  then  he  belabors  me  again  by 
suggesting  that  we  should  rewrite  the 
basic  legislation  of  the  agencies  involved. 

Ml*.  WHITTEN.  What  I  am  attempt¬ 
ing  to  develop  is  that  if  he  will  study  the 
basic  legislation  in  each  instance  he  will 
find  how  Congress  has  outlined  the  car¬ 
rying  out  of  the  policy  for  which  money 
is  appropriated. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  But  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  could  not  break  down 
these  three  large  agencies. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  They  could  because 
no  legislation  is  required.  Certainly  the 
gentleman  would  not  insist  that  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  coulinot  strike, 
out  duplications  which  are  not  required 
by  law.  Then  if  he  could  bring  a  bill 
such  as  this  which  repeals  certain  basic 
legislation  certainly  the  gentleman  would 
not  argue  that  such  consolidations  could 
not  be  made. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  cer¬ 
tainly  W’ill  argue  it  because  you  could  ac¬ 
complish  it  only  by  a  bill  making  this 
coordination.  ’The  economies  we  have 
effected  are  so  designed  as  not  to  impair 
the  efficacy  of  the  agencies  affected. 

Mr.  WHI’TTEN.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  I  might  say,  is  one  of  the  most 
affable  but  one  of  the  smoothest  opera¬ 
tors  it  has  ever  been  my  privilege  to  deal 
with. 

Here  is  the  fact  about  this  matter  of 
soil-conservation  payments.  It  has  been 
represented  time  and  time  again  here 
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that  this  is  a  payment  to  individuals,  a 
direct  grant  from  the  Government  to 
farmers.  The  distinguished  gentleman 
from  California  took  that  view.  I  want 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
these  payments  are  based  on  and  made 
available  for  certain  work  to  retain  or 
improve  the  fertility  of  land.  The  more 
land  on  which  these  improved  practices 
can  be  carried  out,  the  greater  the  ex¬ 
pense  to  the  farmers. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  from  Ixiississippi  five  ad¬ 
ditional  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  The  more  land  on 
which  these  practices  are  carried  out,  the 
more  the  expense  is  to  the  farmer.  The 
farmer  must  sgend  on  this  land  $2  out 
of  his  own  pocket  for  every  one  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  pays  for  such  Improved 
practices.  The  Federal  Government 
says  that  for  every  $2  he  puts  up  the 
Federal  Government  will  put  up  one  be¬ 
cause  the  Federal  Government  is  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  fertility  of  the  soil  of  this 
Nation.  Each  year  when  this  appropria¬ 
tions  subcommittee  has  met,  since  I  have 
been  a  member  of  it,  we  have  made  the 
appropriations  for  the  current  year  to 
pay  for  the  Federal  Government’s  con¬ 
tribution  to  pay  for  that  work,  which  has 
been  usually  three  times  as  much  as  the 
Federal  contribution  will  pay  for,  and 
we  announce  the  program  for  the  next 
year.  Now,  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  in  times  past  has  relied  upon  that 
announcement  of  the  program  for  the 
next  year.  The  triple -A  committees 
meet  that  formula,  announce  what  they 
want  the  farmers  to  do,  each  fai'mer 
paying  two-thirds  of  the  cost  himself, 
and  the  farmers  would  act  on  it,  would 
expend  his  funds,  and  then  the  succeed¬ 
ing  year  the  Budget  Bureau  in  several 
Instances  proceeded  to  cut  down  the 
amount  of  money  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  Federal  Government’s  commitment 
or  to  pay  for  the  practices  which  have 
been  carried  out  as  announced  through 
this  committee  the  preceding  year.  Last 
year — I  do  not  see  any  way  in  the  world 
to  get  around  this — as  a  commitment  to 
the  American  farmer  Judge  Tarver  said; 
“We  are  tired  of  this  practice,’’  and  he 
offered  an  amendment  fixing  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  next  year  at  $300,000,000.  It 
is  a  floor  and  it  is  a  ceiling  and,  he  said, 
“I  offer  it  so  that  there  can  be  no  mis¬ 
understanding  of  the  situation.”  He 
said  he  had  submitted  it  to  the  commit¬ 
tee,  which  would  include  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  and  my  Republican  col¬ 
leagues  on  the  committee,  and  stated,  “I 
offer  it  as  a  committee  amendment.” 
The  exact  proceedings  are  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tarver.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

"Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Tarver:  On  page  48,  lines  21  to  23,  strike 
out  all  the  language  within  the  parentheses 
and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
‘amounting  to  $300,000,000,  including  admin¬ 
istration.’  ” 

Mr.  Tarver.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  presenting 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  the  question  to  which  I  made  ref¬ 
erence  a  few  moments  ago.  That  is,  whether 
or  not  you  are  going  to  authorize  for  the  crop- 
year  1947  program,  $300,000,000.  X  am  pre¬ 


senting  It  In  language  which  Is  so  definite 
in  character  as  to  admit  of  no  misconstruc¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  time  now  to  decide  whether 
you  want  to  reduce  the  1947  crop-year  pro¬ 
gram,  not  next  year  after  the  plans  of  the 
Department  affd  those  of  State  AAA  authori¬ 
ties  and  the  farmers  have  already  been  com¬ 
pleted.  If  we  want  to  reduce  it,  reduce  it 
now  and  reject  my  amendment  and  offer 
some  other  amendment  to  Indicate  a  lower 
figure. 

But  if  you  want  to  fix  it  definitely  and  in 
such  form  as  to  enable  the  farmers  of  the 
country  to  rely  upon  it  implicitly  so  that 
even  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  cannot  dis¬ 
regard  it,  then  adopt  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  submitted  this 
amendment  to  the  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  it  is,  therefore,  offered  as  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  since  it  met  with  their 
approval. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Poage.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield? 

Mr.  Tarver.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Poage.  I  wish  to  see  if  I  thoroughly 
understand  the  amendment.  The  bill  as  now 
written  puts  on  a  ceiling  of  $300,000,000  for 
next  year. 

Mr.  Tarver.  Exactly. 

Mr.  Poage.  As  I  understand  it,  if  we  adopt 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  we  have  in 
effect  approved  $300,000,000  for  next  year 
without  either  putting  it  up  or  down;  in 
other  words,  it  Is  a  kind  of  fioor  as  well 
as  celling. 

Mr.  Tarver.  That  is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  TThe  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division 
(demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes 
62,  noes  19. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

It  will  be  noted  from  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  that  not  a  single  objec¬ 
tion  was  raised  by  any  member  of  this 
subcommittee  to  this  amendment  nor  to 
Mr.  Tarver’s  statement.  It  may  be 
stated  without  any  chance  of  contra¬ 
diction  that  the  American  farmer  was 
told  by  the  Congress,  as  was  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  that  $300,000,- 
000  would  be  used  to  pay  the  Federal 
Government’s  share  of  this  program  for 
this  calendar  year,  funds  for  which  are 
provided  in  this  bill.  Notwithstanding 
this  commitment,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  payments  have  already 
been  earned,  this  bill  reduces  from  $300,- 
000,000  to  $165,000,000  the  sum  available 
to  meet  this  commitment. 

This  commitment  was  acted  on  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  programs 
were  announced  providing  for  expendi¬ 
ture  of  these  funds,  and  promises  were 
made  to  the  American  farmer  that  if 
they  would  spend  this  money  from  their 
own  pockets  and  do  this  work  that  the 
funds  would  be  available.  Now  it  is  said 
that  since  the  Republican  members  of 
this  committee  are  faced  with  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  cutting  out  essential  money 
from  this  appropriation  bill  that  in  the 
announcement  to  the  farmers  a  state¬ 
ment  was  made  in  fine  print  that  inso¬ 
far  as  money  is  available  the  money  will 
be  paid.  I  say  to  you,  Mr.  Chairman, 
this  language  meant  that  if  the  farmer 
signed  up  and  spent  his  money  in 
such  program  so  that  the  Government’s 
one-third  would  be  more  than  $300,000,- 
000  that,  of  course,  the  farmer  knew  he 
would  not  be  repaid  except  the  pro  rata 
share  of  the  $300,000,000  to  offset  the 


cost  which  he  had  been  put  to  In  car¬ 
rying  out  such  programs.  Certainly 
there  can  be  no  more  definite  showing 
where  agriculture  and  the  farmers  of 
the  Nation  stand  with  the  Republican 
Party  than  in  this  absolute  failure  of 
the  Republican  Party  to  carry  out  this 
commitment,  as  I  have  heretofore  de¬ 
scribed. 

There  is  one  other  thing  here  which 
I  think  is  deplorable,  and  that  is  the  re¬ 
peal  of  section  32  funds.  Throughout 
the  years  we  have  through  high  tariffs 
protected  those  in  the  industrial  fields. 
We  have  enacted  the  minimum  wages 
and  hours  law,  and  as  long  as  organized 
labor  can  protect  itself  through  the 
power  of  its  bargaining,  just  so  long  it 
is  going  to  be  necessary  to  provide  some 
protection  to  those  who  happen  to  be 
engaged  in  agriculture  in  this  coimtry. 
We  must  do  that. 

Under  section  32  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  30  percent  of  the  cus¬ 
toms  revenue  that  this  Government  col¬ 
lected  because  it  let  competitive  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  come  into  this 
country  to  help  handle  the  surpluses  that 
might  grow  up  in  this  Nation  is  set  aside 
for  agriculture  to  handle  surpluses.  I 
say  to  you  in  the  last  10  years  funds  from 
section  32  have  been  used  to  bail  out, 
true,  the  farmers  in  my  cotton  South, 
but  if  you  will  study  the  record  you  will 
find  this  is  not  a  local  problem  or  that 
local  groups  have  received  the  major  part 
of  the  benefits.  It  has  spread  over  the 
entire  United  States  of  America. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  may 
I  point  out  to  you  that  in  the  last  10 
years  these  funds  which  under  the  basic 
law  belonged  to  agriculture  have  been 
used  to  bail  out  the  wheat  farmers  in 
the  West,  it  has  been  used  to  bail  out 
the  fruit  producers  in  the  country  of  the 
gentleman  from  California.  These  funds 
have  been  used  for  the  following  pur¬ 
poses  : 

To  help  the  producers  of  poultry 
products,  $81,699,000. 

To  help  producers  of  fruit.  $146,016,000, 

For  producers  of  grain,  $180,610,000. 

For  the  dairy  farmer,  $125,097,000. 

To  move  surplus  cotton,  $154,080,000. 

For  producers  of  meat  and  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  $71,872,000. 

For  the  growers  of  nuts,  $25,195,000. 

To  move  surplus  tobacco,  $10,424,000. 

To  purchase  vegetables  from  dis¬ 
tressed  vegetable  producers,  $120,896,000. 

To  the  growers  of  miscellaneous 
crops,  $19,745,000. 

To  provide  cheap  milk  and  lunches  for 
the  school  children  of  America,  $204,- 
312,000. 

The  deplorable  thing  about  this  situa¬ 
tion  is  that  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
has  never  had  any  sympathy  with  this 
basic  legislation  and  has  so  expressed 
himself  time  and  time  again  that  they 
should  come  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  for  appropriations  and  they  should 
not  be  entitled  to  these  funds  which  come 
in  because  folPeign  agricultural  products 
are  allowed  to  compete  with  the  products 
of  American  agriculture. 
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I  say  that  if  in  this  bill  they  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  repeal  section  32,  the  tragedy 
of  it  is  not  only  that  you  will  have  to  go 
before  the  Appropriations  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture  for  appropriations 
to  try  to  carry  on  this  very  wonderful 
W'ork,  but  in  view  of  the  attitude  as 
shown  herein  in  regard  to  agricultural 
appropriations  and  as  today  expressed 
in  this  agricultural  appropriation  bill, 
you  can  tell  in  advance  what  the  out¬ 
come  is  going  to  be  when  you  go  before 
that  subcommittee,  and  I  say  to  you  that 
these'  funds  under  the  basic  law  belong 
to  agriculture  and  should  be  set  up  on 
the  books  to  their  credit  and  they  should 
be  made  available  in  the  years  to  come 
when  they  are  going  to  have  surpluses  so 
that  those  surpluses  will  not  pile  up  to 
destroy  the  market  of  the  American 
people. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  one  other 
thing  to  you  gentlemen,  that  while  on 
the  face  of  it  it  may  look  like  you  are 
saving  money,  and  it  may  be  that  you 
can  claim  credit  for  having  saved  it 
and  that  you  can  use  it  for  this  tax 
reduction  bill  that  you  want  to  pass, 
but  I  will  say  as  long  as  you  have  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  as 
long  as  you  guarantee  a  loan  on  the 
purchase  of  commodities  at  90  percent  of 
parity,  I  say  a  removal  of  section  32 
fimds  may  result,  Mr.  Murray,  in  the 
Government  purchasing  more  and  more 
and  more  of  the  surplus  products  of  this 
country  and  in  effect  cost  your  Govern¬ 
ment  money  instead  of  saving  money, 
and  I  believe  that  is  a  sound  analysis  of 
what  this  action  may  mean. 

We,  in  Congress,  must  realize  that  al¬ 
though  it  is  the  declared  objective  of 
the  Federal  Government-  to  complete  the 
job  of  rural  electrification,  the  Federal 
Government  does  not  build  and  operate 
lines,  it  merely  guides  and  stimulates 
local  groups  who  are  accomplishing  this 
stated  national  objective.  There  is  no 
way  to  force  the  local  REA  already  op¬ 
erating  to  extend  its  lines.  Those  of 
us  in  Congress  who  have  maintained  close 
touch  with  the  rural- electrification  pro¬ 
gram  know,  however,  that  there  exists 
between  the  REA  and  its  borrowers  a 
close,  cordial,  cooperative  relationship 
which  is  bringing  rural  America  closer 
and  closer  to  the  realization  of  that  ob¬ 
jective. 

The  committee  has  recommended  pro¬ 
vision  of  $225,000,000  in  loan  funds  for 
fiscal  1948.  While  I  commend  this  action, 
I  am  forced  to  point  out  that  this  pro¬ 
vision  loses  much  of  its  value  unless  v/e 
equip  REA  with  the  funds  it  needs  to 
carry  on  its  work.  The  committee  pro¬ 
posal  to  reduce  drastically  the  REA  ad¬ 
ministrative  fund  would  require  substan¬ 
tial  abandonment  of  the  established, 
proven  pattern  of  operations,  and  would 
seriously  curtail  the  program  of  taking 
electricity  to  all  farm  people  in  the  quick¬ 
est,  most  efficient  manner  possible,  and, 
even  more  important,  on  a  self -liquidat¬ 
ing  basis. 

I  hope  that  you  will  support  our  amend¬ 
ment  to  restore  these  funds  and  assist  us 
in  seeing  that  the  REA  program  is  not 
retarded. 

One  of  the  great  legislative  acts  passed 
by  this  Congress  was  the  Hope-Flan- 
nagan  Act  providing  for  research  in  the 


field  of  utilization  and  marketing  of 
Agricultural  products.  Under  this  bill 
the  sum  of  $9,500,000  was  authorized  for 
research  in  the  field  of  marketing  and 
utilization  of  products  for  the  fiscal  year 
1947;  and  the  sum  of  •  $19,000,000  was 
authorized  for  the  fiscal  year  1948,  the 
year  for  which  this  present  appropriation 
is  being  made.  No  funds  were  secured 
for  the  present  year  and  thus  under  the 
authorizing  legislation  $19,000,000  is  au¬ 
thorized  available  for  the  next  year  for 
this  great  field.  As  I  have  stated  back 
in  February  it  was  announced  by  the 
leaders  of  this  subcommittee  that  it  was 
believed  that  we  could  get  by  without 
appropriating  any  funds  Tor  the  next 
fiscal  year.  However,  so  many  people 
were  interested  and  the  reaction  to  such 
statement  was  so  great  that  the  majority 
members  of  the  committee  finally  appro¬ 
priated  $6,000,000  for  this  research  pro¬ 
gram.  This  is  a  great  deal  better  than 
no  funds  at  all  but  it  is  my  belief,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  in  view  of  the  splendid 
results  we  Uave  gotten  for  the  funds  ex¬ 
pended  in  research  for  production  that 
certainly  $9,500,000  should  be  made 
available  for  this  program  and  at  the 
appropriate  time  we  plan  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  increase  this  appropria¬ 
tion  by  $3,500,000.  Certainly  in  the 
years  ahead  I  want  it  to  be  said  that  we 
clearly  foresaw  that  there  would  be  sur¬ 
pluses  of  agricultural  products  and  that 
we  as  a  Congress  had  tried  to  learn  new 
uses  for  those  products  and  l«arn  how 
to  market  those  products  to  the  best  ad¬ 
vantage.  I  am  afraid  that  the  majority 
members  of  this  committee  will  in  the 
years  to  come  have  cause  to  regret  their 
failure  to  make  adequate  provision  for 
this  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  a  review  of  this  bill  will 
show  that  regardless  of  what  the  Re¬ 
publican  members  of  the  committee  may 
say,  the  only  reduction  in  personnel  re¬ 
quired  is  a  limit  that  may  be  placed  on 
people  in  information  services,  where  the 
total  is  fixed  at  250. 

Mr.  Chairman,  of  the  $381,000,000 
reduction  provided  in  this  bill,  I  subscribe 
to  much  of  the  reduction  if  it  were  prop¬ 
erly  applied  instead  of  left  to  the  De¬ 
partment.  However,  there  are  some 
programs  vital  to  the  welfare  of  agricul¬ 
ture  that  are  eliminated,  some  practi¬ 
cally  ruined  and  others  drastically  re¬ 
duced.  Of  course,  I  do  not  subscribe  to 
such  action. 

In  at  least  five  particulars  this  bill  is 
short-sighted  and  almost  tragic,  and  at 
the  proper  time  we  expect  to  offer 
amendments  to  correct  such  provisions. 

First.  Section  32  of  the  laws  of  1935,  as 
amended,  is  repealed  for  1  year. 

Second.  Soil-conservation  payments 
are  cut  almost  in  half — after  they  have 
been  earned  and  in  direct  violation  of  the 
action  of  thi^  Congress  last  year. 

Third.  The  administrative  funds  of 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration 
are  reduced  by  one-third. 

Fourth.  Inadequate  funds  are  pro¬ 
vided  for  research  in  utilization  and  mar¬ 
keting  of  agricultural  products. 

Fifth.  The  tenant-purchase  funds  of 
the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  are 
completely  eliminated  and  funds  so  es¬ 
sential  for  administering  the  $800,000,000 


now  owed  is  drastically  reduced  below 
the  point  of  good  business. 

Gentlemen,  when  this  rule  was  adopted 
this  morning,  my  friends  on  the  left  de¬ 
termined  that  they  were  going  to  let  the 
most  affable,  the  most  able  and  one  of 
the  smoothest  men  I  ever  knew,  with 
whom  it  is  a  pleasure  to  serve,  determine 
the  agricultural  policy  of  his  party,  and 
I  say  in  this  bill  he  is  doing  a  mighty 
good  job  of  determining  it,  and  if  these 
provisions  that  are  legislative  stay  in  this 
bill,  he  has  done  a  good  job  of  saying 
today  that  agriculture  is  not  in  the  bag 
for  the  Republicans  but  that  the  farmers 
of  this  Nation  must  look  to  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  for  protection  as  they 
have  learned  they  had  to  do  in  the  past 
few  years.  It  has  made  me  realize  the 
importance  of  having  tfte  Democratic 
Party  in  power  as  much  as  I  have  opposed 
some  of  its  policies,  because  there  agri¬ 
culture  and  the  people  engaged  in  the 
industry  stand  high  in  the  party  councils 
and  they  will  never  be  sold  short  as  is 
being  done  here  today  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Murray]'. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  surely  do  not  care  to  get 
into  a  political  agricultural  argument. 
It  takes  me  most  of  my  time  to  keep 
out  of  them.  I  had  a  memorandum 
prepared  and  intended  to  give  it  as  a 
1 -minute  speech  this  morning.  The 
heading  is,  “Steagall  support  prices  are 
the  bills  of  rights  for  the  Ameiican 
farmer.”  After  what  I  have  heard  to¬ 
day,  I  am  not  too  sure  that  we  should 
talk  about  agriculture.  We  should 
probably  inject  politics  along  in  with  it. 
There  is  too  much  politics  and  not  enough 
agriculture  in  the  air  here  today. 

I  take  the  position  that  so  far  as  agri¬ 
culture  is  concerned  it  has  not  been  on 
a  parity-income  basis  since  1922,  and 
that  things  were  not  too  rosy,  the  seventh 
year  of  the  more  abundant  life  or  in 
1939.  I  claim  that  the  agricultural 
prices  for  1939  show  that  we  were  just 
about  in  the  same  position  in  1939  as 
we  were  in  1932,  the  year  that  is  so  dear 
to  our  friends’  hearts.  With  that  in 
mind  I  have  taken  a  page  out  of  the  Au¬ 
gust  1939  Agricultural  Prices.  This  in¬ 
dicates  that  they  are  absolute  facts  and 
authentic. 

What  do  I  find?  I  find  that  in  Au¬ 
gust  1939  this  seventh  year  of  the  more 
abundant  life,  when  wheat  was  54  cents 
a  bushel,  they  were  paying  27  cents-per- 
bushel  export  subsidy  to  get  rid  of  it. 
Wheat  was.  only  49  percent  of  parity  the 
seventh  year  of  the  m.ore  abundant  life. 
Corn  was  57  percent  of  parity,  and  rye 
was  38  percent  of  parity.  Well,  of  course, 
they  helped  the  rye  business  along  quite 
a  little  because  at  a  time  when  rye  was 
bringing  58  percent  of  parity  they  low¬ 
ered  the  duty  by  20  percent  and  put  an 
embargo  on  wheat.  I  do  not  know  how 
anybody  in  the  South  or  anybody  else 
can  be  satisfied  with  the  price  set-up 
In  1939  so  far  as  agriculture  is  con¬ 
cerned.  Here  is  cotton  bringing  56  per¬ 
cent  of  parity  or  8.6  cents  a  pound. 
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In  other  words,  my  contention  is,  regard¬ 
less  of  the  28  bills  that  our  distinguished 
colleague  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Craw¬ 
ford]  says  have  been  passed  in  the  name 
of  King  Cotton,  that  the  Steagall 
amendment  fundamentally,  is  really  the 
farmer’s  bill  of  rights.  Day  after  day  it 
grieves  me  to  see  the  support  program 
so  badly  administered.  If  this  support 
program  is  not  administered  with  com¬ 
mon  sense,  yes,  and  nonpolitically  and 
nonsectionally,  public  opinion  will  bring 
It  to  an  end  in  spite  of  what  its  support¬ 
ers  may  wish. 

The  Steagall  amendment  was  not  nec¬ 
essarily  a  political,  partisan  affair,  either, 
because  that  amendment  had  rather 
unanimous  support,  as  the.  gentlemen 
from  Michigan  [Mi’.  Wolcott  and  Mr. 
Crawford]  and  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Hull]  can  verify.  I  think 
once  in  a  while  it  might  be  well  for  our 
colleagues  to  remember  that  pretty  much 
of  the  agriculture  of  this  country  centers 
around  Chicago  as  the  capital,  and  that 
a  dozen  States  around  Chicago  do  a  large 
share  of  the  food  producing  that  is  going 
on  in  the  United  States.  Outside  of 
Texas  and  California,  there  are  very  few 
States  that  can  or  dp  feed  themselves. 

I  do  not  care  to  get  into  the  political 
part  of  it.  as  I  say.  We  can  talk  about 
giving  a  man  $4  for  a  soil  check  or  $7  for 
one,  but,  after  all,  what  makes  the  dif¬ 
ference  is  what  he  gets  at  the  end  of  the 


month  for  his  milk  check  or  at  the  end  of 
the  season  for  his  tobacco  check,  or  what 
he  gets  for  the  produce  he, sells  from  his 
farm.  That  is  a  farm  program  a  farmer 
understands  and  appreciates. 

With  all  these  glowing  tributes  that 
have  been  given  to  the  present  adminis¬ 
tration,  I  should  like  to  call  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  right  today  milk 
prices  in  my  State  have  gone  down  40 
percent.  Why  is  this,  and  why  has  this 
been  allowed  to  happen?  I  have  not  seen 
anybody  worrying  about  that.  My  con¬ 
tention  is  that  the  support  price  for  milk 
and  some  of  its  products  are  not  being 
supported  in  keeping  with  the  Steagall 
amendment  nor  its  intent. 

If  we  can  get  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  and  get  the  people  in  the 
high  places  to  really  support  legal,  lawful 
price — and  I  might  say  the  record  of  .this 
administration  has  not  been  too  good  in 
the  past  in  connection  with  the  Steagall 
amendment — many  of  the  worries  of 
American  agriculture  will  be  eliminated. 
It  is  not  any  wonder  that  pork  is  high 
when  in  1943  and  1944  they  let  hogs  sell 
below  60  percent  of  parity,  contrary  to 
law.  They  let  eggs  go  much  below  90 
percent  of  parity.  I  say  as  far  as  agri¬ 
cultural  production  is  concerned  we  have 
to  live  up  to  the  support  price  as  provided 
in  the  Steagall  amendment.  That  is  No. 
1.  That,  together  with  the  high  rate  of 


employment  in  the  United  States,  is  the 
best  agricultural  program  this  country 
has  had  or,  in  my  opinion,  ever  will  have. 

My  memorandum  and  official  table 
are: 

STEAGALL  SUPPORT  PRICES  ARE  THE  BILL  OP  RIGHTS 
TO  THE  AMERICAN  FARMER 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  agriculture  prices 
from  1930  to  1940  were  very  low.  By 
1939,  the  seventh  year  of  the  more  abun¬ 
dant  life,  the  whole  agriculture  program 
had  bogged  down  in  spite  of  the  billions 
of  dollars  that  had  been  spent  on  a  few 
crops  representing  less  than  one-third  of 
American  agriculture.  With  10,000,000 
people  still  unemployed,  the  relationship 
between  the  pay  rolls  of  the  country  and 
agriculture  prices  was  most  apparent. 

The  greatest  influence  on  farm  prices 
in  America  today  and  yesterday  is  and 
was  the  size  of  the  pay  rolls  of  the  Na¬ 
tion.  Satisfactory  agricultural  prices  re¬ 
quire  high  employment  at  good  wages. 

The  war  not  only  put  the  labor  in  the 
factory  to  work,  but  also  the  labor  on  the 
farm  to  work  as  well.  The  war  pre¬ 
vented  the  huge  losses  that  the  CCC  was 
apparently  going  to  face. 

The  following  page  from  the  official 
Agricultural  Prices  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  indicates 
what  agriculture  prices  can  be  expected 
with  an  unemployment  list  of  10,000,000 
in  our  country. 


United  States  Department  of  Agriculture — Agricultural  Marketing  Service — United  States  prices  received  hy  farmers,  percentage  of  parity 


Commodity 

1938 

1939 

Aug.  15 

Sept.  15 

Oct.  15 

Nov.  15 

Dec.  15 

Jan. 16 

Feb.  15 

Mar.  15 

Apr.  15 

May  15 

June  15 

July  15 

Aug.  15 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Wheat _ _ _ 

45 

47 

46 

46 

48 

51 

51 

61 

52 

67 

56 

60 

49 

Com _ _ _ _ 

60 

59 

51 

49 

53 

66 

64 

65 

56 

60 

62 

59 

57 

Oats _ .... . . . . ' _ _ 

40 

43 

44 

44 

49 

62 

62 

63 

64 

69 

69 

53 

51 

Barley _ _ - . — 

44 

45 

46 

44 

47 

49 

48 

49 

49 

60 

51 

46 

45 

Rye.  _ _ _ 

35 

35 

36 

35 

36 

38 

37 

36 

36 

40 

43 

38 

38 

Buckwheat _ _ — 

71 

64 

59 

58 

58 

58 

59 

60 

69 

60 

61 

61 

60 

72 

74 

76 

74 

77 

80 

76 

77 

77 

75 

76 

65 

64 

61 

54 

57 

60 

61 

62 

f>4 

62 

61 

62 

61 

69 

57 

52 

52 

54 

54 

53 

63 

53 

53 

52 

54 

50 

56 

5> 

Cottonseed - - - - 

75 

74 

78 

81 

81 

81 

79 

81 

81 

80 

80 

73 

58 

61 

55 

59 

63 

72 

75 

70 

76 

88 

75 

71 

89 

81 

78 

65 

57 

53- 

58 

63 

66 

67 

68 

71 

73 

75 

83 

56 

52 

52 

54 

.55 

57 

.57 

67 

57 

57 

57 

56 

56 

62 

64 

65 

70 

75 

78 

79 

81 

83 

84 

84 

74 

55 

77 

75 

72 

71 

75 

72 

74 

66 

64 

68 

72 

71 

73 

98 

99 

94 

94 

94 

97 

99 

99 

100 

97 

93 

95 

92 

89 

90 

8;i 

74 

68 

55 

61 

79 

79 

76 

74 

79 

75 

85 

88 

79 

79 

76 

76 

79 

78 

72 

70 

65 

69 

61 

96 

98 

96 

95 

98 

102 

105 

107 

108 

108 

104 

102 

100 

93 

97 

97 

96 

^  95 

98 

103 

102 

99 

97 

91 

95 

96 

Lambs _ _ _ — . 

88 

87 

86 

92 

■96 

99 

100 

100 

100 

108 

101 

99 

95 

Tobacco:  ’ 

104 

115 

136 

104 

97 

79 

42 

92 

93 

79 

75 

75 

58 

75 

116 

108 

87 

117 

86 

71 

63 

81 

49 

39 

49 

134 

123 

110 

118 

9$ 

89 

(A 

81 

124 

127 

80 

80 

109 

107 

45 

44 

45 

45 

46 

45 

47 

45 

45 

45 

44 

45 

46 

Wool . - . 

84 

81 

85 

88 

87 

87 

87 

87 

85 

91 

95 

94 

96 

>  Subicct  to  revision:  Indexes  based  on  revised  series  will  be  published  cuncDtlybegiiming  later  in  the  year.  .  .  ,  .  v 

» Base  prices  are  averages  for  the  crop  years  1919-28.  Taxes  and  interest  not  considered  m  determination  of  parity  prices  of  commodities  when  usmg  postwar  base. 
•  Adjusted  for  seasonal  variation. 


Since  then  the  Steagall  support  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  put  in  operation  and  the 
most  important  farm  crops  and  prod¬ 
ucts  do  have  or  are  at ‘least  supposed 
to  have  the  support  guaranteed  by  law. 

The  Steagall  support  is  really  agricul¬ 
ture’s  bill  of  rights.  The  agriculture  bill 
of  rights  guaranteed  by  the  law  of  the 
land  should  come  first,  before  any  group 
asks  to  get  a  chance  to  pass  their  tin 
cups  around  and  ask  for  special  favor.s. 


Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  put  in 
the  Record  some  information  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  use  of  section  32  funds. 
There  seems  to  be  some  misunderstand¬ 
ing  about  the  purposes  for  which  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds  may  be  used  and  for  which 
they  have  been  used  in  the  past.  Par¬ 


ticularly  there  seems  to  be  the  thought 
in  the  minds  of  some  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  that  the  funds  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  may  be  used  for 
exactly  the  same  purposes  as  section  32 
funds. 

I  have  before  me  a  letter  signed  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
written  at  my  request,  outlining  what 
the  effect  would  be  as  far  as  programs 
during  the  coming  year  are  concerned 
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if  section  32  funds  are  rescinded  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  bill.  The  letter  reads  as 
follows: 

Department  op  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C.  May  27,  1947. 
Hon.  Clifford  K.  Hope, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
House  of  Repi'esentatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Hope:  This  Is  in  response  to  your 
inquiry  concerning  the  effect  of  the  rescis¬ 
sion  of  section  32  funds  for  the  fiscal  year 
1948  upon  the  continuance  of  the  programs 
this  Depai’tment  has  been  conducting  with 
section  32  funds. 

We  wish  to  make  it  clear  to  the  Congi-ess 
that  if  section  32  funds  are  rescinded  for 
the  fiscal  year  1948,  the  Department’s  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  purchase  and  disposal  of  sur¬ 
plus  agricultural  commodities — other  than 
the  Steagall  commodities  for  which  price 
support  is  mandatory — will  be  discontinued. 
The  most  effective  outlet  for  perishable  com¬ 
modities  is  by  donation  to  welfare  agencies 
and  school-lunch  programs.  Such  donations 
are  specifically  authorized  in  carrying  out 
section  32  programs.  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  however,  has  not  been  expressly 
authorized  by  the  Congress  to  dispose  of 
perishable  commodities  by  donation  to  relief 
agencies  and  school-lunch  programs.  _  In 
fact,  the  corporation  has  not  throughout  the 
history  of  its  operations  ever  made  dona¬ 
tions  of  commodities  acquired  by  it.  The 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  operations 
have  in  the  main  been  restricted  to  storable 
commodities  which  can  be  carried  through 
periods  of  surplus  production  for  market¬ 
ing  at  times  when  supplies  are  not  in  surplus. 
For  this  reason.  Commodity  Credit  "Corpora¬ 
tion  has  not,  except  where  the  program  w^s 
mandatory,  carried  out  price  support  opera¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  nonstorable  com¬ 
modities. 

In  the  circumstances  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  would  not  feel  warranted  in 
undertaking  perishable  commodity  programs 
which  would  Involve  virtually  a  total  loss 
of  the  amount  of  money  expended  without 
express  prior  authorization  of  the  Congress. 

Sincerely  yours, 

N.  E.  Dodd, 

Under  Secretary. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  have 
never  been  able  to  keep  track  of  these 
section  32  funds  very  well.  I  would  like 
to  know  who  determines  when,  how,  and 
why  they  are  to  be  used  the  way  they 
are. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  law  it  is  left  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  determine  whether  the  funds 
or  any  part  of  them  are  to  be  used  for 
the  particular  purposes  that  are  set  out 
in  the  law. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  He  has 
the  decision  as  to  where  and  what  foods 
are  bought?  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  within  the  limits  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  As  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  well  pointed  out,  section  32,  as 
we  refer  to  it  and  as  the  gentleman  has 
referred  to  it,  is  a  continuing  appropri¬ 
ation,  and  as  such  permanent  law  it  is 
related  to  other  programs  that  are  au¬ 
thorized,  including  the  legislation  au¬ 
thorizing  the  imposition  of  import 
quotas  and  export  subsidies.  But  to 
justify  the  imposition  of  import  quotas 
or  export  subsiaies,  there  must  first  be 


a  program,  and  without  section  32  funds 
in  the  case  of  W’heat  and  corn  and  many 
other  commodities,  no  program  is  au¬ 
thorized  by  any  other  law.  So  it  is 
essential  for  a  program  to  be  authorized 
if  section  32  is  to  be  eliminated  and 
section  32  is  essential  to  be  continued 
if  there  is  to  be  a  program  for  cotton, 
wheat,  corn,  and  other  similar  products. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
five  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope!  . 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  As  I 
understand,  they  use  these  funds  and 
they  get  new  uses  for  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  one  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  fund  may  be  used. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  And  it  is 
not  only  on  an  experimental  basis,  but 
they  are  making  a  business  out  of  it; 
is  that  right? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  a 
fair  statement. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  Mr.  Ford,  for  example,  uses 
an  average  of  32  pounds  of  cotton  bats 
in  each  car  and  he  gets  4  cents  a  pound 
subsidies?  He  is  getting  a  $1.28  subsidy 
on  every  car  that  he  produces.  That  has 
been  set  up  as  a  permanent  program  and 
has  been  in  operation  for  several  years'. 

Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  a  program  to 
utilize  low-quality  cotton.  I  presume 
that  is  the  program  to  which  the  gentle¬ 
man  refers. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Will  the  gentleman 
give  his  opinion  on  the  effect  of  these  cuts 
in  appropriations  on  the  land-grant  col¬ 
leges  and  the  Hope-Flannagan  bill?  I 
have  a  communication  from  the  Colorado 
State  Agricultural  College  in  which  they 
have  indicated  to  me  that  the  Colorado 
Legislature  has  appropriated  its  share  of 
the  fund  for  the  Hopc-Flannagan  bill.  I 
wonder  if  you  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
analyze  what  it  will  mean  to  the  land- 
grant  colleges  and  to  the  Hope-Flanna¬ 
gan  bill  generally. 

Mr.  PIOPE.  I  am  up  to  date  on  what 
the  various  States  have  done  toward 
meeting  the  matching  requirements. 
Some  of  the  State  legislatures  are  still  in 
session.  Others  have  recently  adjourned 
So  I  am  not  familiar  with  what  has  been 
done.  Of  the  $6,000,000  that  was  appro¬ 
priated.  $3,000,000  has  been  appropriated 
specifically  for  the  purpose  of  going  to 
the  State  experiment  stations,  to  be 
matched  by  the  States.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  States  have  provided  more 
money  than  is  sufficient  to  match  the 
Federal  funds  or  not.  I  have  no  infor¬ 
mation  on  that  point.  I  might  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  I  am  somewhat  dis¬ 
appointed  that  the  bill  does  not  provide 
at  least  $9,500,000  which  would  be  the 
first  year’s  increment  of  funds  under  this 
measure,  but  I  believe  that  with  the 


$6,000,000  appropriation  a  start  can  be 
made  in  this  program,  which  I  firmly 
believe  is  one  of  the  most  important  that 
has  ever  been  imdertakeh  in  the  field  of 
agriculture. 

At  this  point  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
outline  the  purposes  for  which  section 
32  funds  are  available  and  to  point  out 
some  of  the  ways  in  which  they  have  been 
used  in  the  past: 

The  funds  appropriated  by  section  32 
are  available,  first,  to  encourage  the  ex¬ 
portation  of  agricultural  commodities 
and  products  thereof  by  the  payment  of 
benefits  or  indemnities;  second,  to  en¬ 
courage  the  domestic  consumption  of 
such  comm-odities  or  products  by  divert¬ 
ing  them  from  the  normal  channels  of 
trade  and  commerce  or  by  increasing 
their  utilization  among  persons  in  the 
low-income  groups;  and,  third,  to  rees¬ 
tablish  farmers’  purchasing  power  by 
making  payments  in  connection  with  the 
normal  production  of  any  agricultural 
commodity  for  domestic  consumption. 

The  act  of  June  28,  1937,  as  amended — 
Fifteenth  'United  States  Code,  1940  edi¬ 
tion,  supplement  5,  713c — ^provides  that 
in  carrying  out  clause  (2)  of  section  32, 
that  is,  encouraging  domestic  consump- 
iton  by  diverting  from  the  normal  chan¬ 
nels  of  trade  and  commerce,  agricultui’al 
commodities  and  products  thereof  may 
be  pm-chased  and  donated  for  relief  pur¬ 
poses.  Section  9  of  the  School  Lunch  Act 
authorizes  the  donation  of  commodities 
purchased  with  section  32  funds  to 
schools  carrying  out  the  school-lunch 
program  or  other  institutions  authorized 
to  receive  such  commodities. 

Under  section  32,  programs  have  been 
carried  out  for  the  purchase  of  fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables  and  other  perish¬ 
able  agricultural  commodities  where  such 
action  was  necessary  to  relieve  price-de¬ 
pressing  surpluses  ■ir  to  carry  out  the  ob¬ 
ligation  of  the  Department  to  support 
the  price  of  such  commodities  under  the 
so-called  Steagall  amendment.  The  au¬ 
thority  and  funds  provided  by  section  32 
are  used  in  such  cases,  because  the  most 
effective  means  of  di.sposing  of  the  com¬ 
modities  was  by  donation  for  relief  pur¬ 
poses  and  to  the  school-lunch  programs 
which  is  expressly  authorized  by  the  act 
of  June  28,  1937,  as  amended,  referred  to 
above.  As  a  general  rule,  surplus-remov¬ 
al  programs  with  respect  to  perishable 
commodities  are  undertaken  only  where 
a  known  outlet  exists,  such  as  the  school- 
lunch  program,  welfare  agencies,  and  so 
forth.  During  the  fiscal  year — 1947 — 
approximately  $20,000,000  Vi'orth  of  sur¬ 
plus  vegetables  alone  have  'been  pur¬ 
chased  with  section  32  funds.  It  is  true 
that  large  surpluses,  such  as  occurred 
during  the  late  thirties,  do  not  exist  at 
the  moment  which  need  to  be  removed 
from  the  market.  It  is  not  possible,  how¬ 
ever,  to  accurately  predict  when  sur¬ 
pluses  may  arise.  Thus  there  existed 
even  during  the  most  critical  period  of 
food  shortages  in  this  country  during  and 
after  the  war,  local  gluts  of  agricultural 
products,  particularly  perishables,  such 
as  green  beans,  spinach,  cabbage,  carrots, 
citrus,  and  other  fruits.  These  local  sur¬ 
pluses  w'ere  removed  with  purchases 
made  from  section  32  funds.  The  De¬ 
partment  was  not  only  able  to  afford 
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farmers  in  the  local  surplus  areas  badly 
needed  price  protection,  but  was  also  able 
to  save  badly  needed  food,  which  other¬ 
wise  would  have  been  wasted,  by  donating 
such  food  to  welfare  agencies  and  the 
school-lunch  program. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  not 
been  expressly  authorized  by  the  Congress 
to  donate  commodities  for  relief  purposes 
or  to  the  school  lunch  program,  and  the 
Corporation  has  not  during  the  14  years 
of  its  existence  ever  made  any  such  dona¬ 
tion.  In  fact.  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  expressly  prohibited  by  law  from 
disposing  of  any  commodity  below  parity 
except  under  specified  circumstances.  In 
the  case  of  a  nonperishable  commodity, 
sales  below  parity  may  be  made  if  the 
commodity  has  substantially  deterio¬ 
rated;  in  the  case  of  a  perishable  com¬ 
modity,  sales  below  parity  may  be  made 
where  there  is  danger  of  loss  or  waste 
through  spoilage.  In  certain  circum¬ 
stances  it  may  be  difiBcult  to  determine 
that  there  is  danger  of  loss  or  waste 
through  spoilage  so  as  to  authorize  CCC 
to  dispose  of  perishable  commodities 
below  parity. 

Inasmuch  as  CCC  lacks  express  statu¬ 
tory  authorization  to  make  donation  of 
perishable  commodities  and  has  not  dur¬ 
ing  the  entire  history  of  its  operations 
ever  made  such  donations,  the  rescission 
by  Congress  of  the  funds  and  authority 
which  have  been  used  for  the  purchase  of 
surpluses  perishable  commodities  which 
can  effectively  be  disposed  of  through 
donation  to  welfare  agencies  and  schools 
would  seem  to  indicate  that  Congress  in¬ 
tended  that  such  operations,  where  they 
were  not  mandatory,  should  be  discon¬ 
tinued  until  section  32  funds  and  authori¬ 
ty  were  restored — even  assuming  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  technical  legal  authority  in 
CCC  to  purchase  perishable  commodities 
to  support  the  price. 

The  rescission  of  section  32  will  also 
force  a  termination  of  the  Department’s 
marketing  abundant  foods  program, 
marketing-facilities  program,  and  food- 
preservation  program,  which  are  carried 
out  with  such  funds.  Under  the  mar¬ 
keting  abundant  foods  program  the  De¬ 
partment  has  encouraged  the  domestic 
consumption  of  surplus  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  by  seeking  to  increase  the  mar¬ 
keting,  of  such  commodities  through  the 
usual  food  outlets,  such  as  retail  grocers, 
restaurants,  hotels,  and  so  forth.  Under 
the  marketing-facilities  program  the  De¬ 
partment  has  sought  to  increase  the  do¬ 
mestic  consumption  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  by  assisting  in  the  development 
and  improvement  of  marketing  facilities 
in  order  to  speed  the  flow  of  agricultural 
commodities  from  the  producer  to  the 
consumer.  Under  the  food-preservation 
program  the  Department  has  provided 
technical  assistance  and  has  promoted 
the  canning  of  millions  of  cans  of  fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables  during  the  periods 
of  peak  production,  which  would  other¬ 
wise  have  been  wasted. 

Section  32  funds  are  used  to  pay  ex¬ 
port  subsidies.  While  CCC  has  the  au¬ 
thority  to  dispose  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  or  cause  them  to  be  disposed 
of  at  competitive  world  prices,  its  export 
programs  have  related  to  the  disposition 


of  stocks  of  commodities  acquired  by  the 
Corporation  in  connection  with  its  sup¬ 
port-price  operations.  CCC  does  not 
have  any  stocks  of  cotton  available  to 
conduct  an  export  progi-am.  Section  32 
funds  are  used  where  the  program  does 
not  relate  to  stocks  of  cotton  held  by  CCC 
and  a  direct  subsidy  payment  is  involved. 
'  The  act  of  August  11,  1939 — Fifteenth 
United  States  Code,  1940  edition,  713c — 
authorizes  section  32  funds  to  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  diverting  surplus  fishery 
products  from  the  normal  channels  of 
trade  and  commerce  by  acquiring  them 
and  provide  for  their  distribution  through 
these  channels.  That  act  also  authorizes 
the  transfer  from  section  32  funds  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  use  in  pro¬ 
moting  the  free  flow  of  domestically  pro¬ 
duced  fishery  products  in  commerce  by 
conducting  a  fishery  educational  service, 
and  to  develop  and  increase  markets  for 
fishery  products  of  domestic  origin.  The 
rescission  of  section  32  would  terminate 
these  fishery-product  operations. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  remain¬ 
der  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas  yields  back  2  minutes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Zimmerman]  such  time  as  he  may  desire. 

(Mr.  ZIMMERMAN  asked  and  was 
granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  action  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  in  reporting  to  the  House,  H.  R. 
3601,  a  bill  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  came  as 
a  distinct  shock  to  the  House  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agricultui-e,  of  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  be  a  member,  to  the  farmers  of 
America  and  to  the  friends  of  agriculture. 

I  am  in  complete  agreement  with  those 
who  believe  that  the  time  has  come  to 
practice  real  economy  in  government, 
that  a  reduction  in  personnel  in  the  var¬ 
ious  departments,  including  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  should  be  made 
wherever  possible  and  that  duplication 
of  work,  wherever  possible,  should  be 
eliminated.  However,  no 'one  expected 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  rec¬ 
ommend  the  drastic,  devastating  cut  of 
32  percent  for  a  department  which  serves 
the  farmers  of  this  Nation.  I  am  sure 
that  no  such  remommendation  has  been 
made  for  other  departments  in  the 
Government. 

The  report  of  the  committee  on  this 
bill  is  indeed  very  interesting  and  would 
indicate  a  purpose  or  a  policy  to  reduce 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  its 
status  when  set  up  in  1862  by  a  bill 
pqssed  by  Congress  and  signed  by  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln.  As  an  example  of  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  this  committee,  whose 
sole  purpose  is  to  appropriate  money,  I 
refer  to  a  statement  on  page  5  of  this 
report  which  is  not  only  illuminating  but 
which  expresses  the  attitude  of  the  party 
in  power  and  this  committee  which  is 
controlled  by  that  party  where  it  says: 

As  we  give  thought  to  such  a  problem  as 
soil  conservation  and  to  the  saving  of  the 
surface  of  our  land  from  the  influence  of 
erosion,  we  also  have  the  responsibility  of 


pursuing  those  policies  which  will  prevent 
the  erosion  of  that  rugged  individual  chai-- 
acter  which  has  made  the  American  farmer 
the  greatest  producer  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  at  any  time  or  in  any  nation  in 
the  world’s  history. 

What  the  committee  meant  by  the 
term,  “erosion  of  that  individual  char¬ 
acter,’’  it  is  a  little  difQcult  to  under¬ 
stand  in  the  light  of  the  words  which 
follow. 

Just  in  what  way  is  the  American 
farmer  being  eroded,  or  in  what  way  has 
he  been  eroded?  We  all  remember  the 
plight  of  agriculture  back  in  the  years 
of  1930,  1931,  and  1932  when  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmer  was  reduced  to  a  state  of 
poverty  and  bankruptcy.  Farm  prices 
were  so  low  that  he  could  not  pay  in¬ 
terest  on  his  loan,  pay  the  taxes  against 
his  land,  or  support  his  family. 

Under  the  operation  of  the  political 
party  in  power  and  the  high  protective 
tariff  which  that  party  sponsored  and 
relied  upon,  the  American  farmer  at 
that  time  truly  represented  a  badly 
eroded  individual.  When  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party  came  into  power  in  1933, 
the  first  efforts  of  the  administration 
were  to  do  something  for  the  American 
farmer.  Legislation  was  enacted  and 
has  been  enacted  since  that  time  to  give 
the  farmer  a  fair  price  for  his  com¬ 
modity,  to  conserve  and  build  up  his 
soil,  and  enable  him  and  his  family  to 
live  in  a  fair  state  of  decency  and  com¬ 
fort.  If  a  program  which  has  brought 
these  benefits  to  the  American  farmer  is 
regarded  as  “the  erosion  of  that  rugged 
individual  character,”  then  I  am  sure 
the  farmers  of  this  country  are  not  in 
agreement  with  the  policy  announced 
by  this  committee. 

I  opposed  and  voted  against  the  rule 
adopted  by  the  House  today  because  I 
felt  the  adoption  of  such  a  rule  would 
enable  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
to  further  violate  the  rules  of  this  House 
which  prohibit  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  from  legislating  on  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  The  duty  of  recommending 
basic  legislation  for  various  objects  and 
purposes  is  vested  in  the  various  legisla¬ 
tive  committees  of  the  House  and  the 
sole  duty  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  is  to  appropriate  money  for  the  ob¬ 
jects  and  purposes  authorized  by  Con¬ 
gress.  In  this  bill,  the  Appropriations 
Committee  has  gone  out  of  its  way  to 
legislate  on  an  .appropriation  bill — some 
of  the  most  glaring  being  a  virtual  repeal 
of  section  32  of  the  AAA  Act  passed  by 
Congress  more  than  10  years  ago;  a 
drastic  change  in  the  present  law  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  inspection  of  meat;  a  change 
in  the  law  passed  for  the  operation  of 
the  Farmers’  Home  Administration;  and 
a  change  in  the  basic  law  dealing  with 
the  operation  and  financing  of  rural  elec¬ 
trification  cooperatives.  Under  the  Re¬ 
organization  Act  adopted  by  Congress 
last  year,  it  was  made  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  to  recom¬ 
mend  to  legislative  committees  changes 
in  the  basic  law  in  connection  with  mat¬ 
ters  about  which  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  was  called  to  act.  I  submit 
that  no  recommendation  was  ever  made 
by  this  committee  to  the  House  Commit- 
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tee  on  Agriculture  in  order  that  they 
might  take  whatever  action  might  be 
deemed  necessary  for  the  amendment  or 
modification  of  these  acts.  If  this  prac¬ 
tice  is  to  be  tolerated  by  this  House,  then 
the  legislative  committees  of  Congress 
might  as  well  dissolve  and  their  mem¬ 
ber's  give  their  time  and  attention  to 
other  congressional  duties. 

One  of  the  greatest  aids  to  agriculture 
in  recent  years  was  the  enactment  of 
section  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935. 
The  reasons  for  the  enactment  of  section 
32  is  well  understood.  Under  the  tariff 
laws  which  our  country  had  operated, 
the  farmer  was  compelled  to  sell  his 
products  on  a  world  market  at  world 
prices,  while  he  was  compelled  to  buy 
the  things  he  needed  for  himself  and 
family  and  in  the  operation  of  his  busi¬ 
ness  upon  a  protective  market.  In  order 
to  place  the  farmer  in  a  comparable  posi¬ 
tion  with  industry  which  enjoyed  a  pro¬ 
tective  tariff,  it  was  considered  just  and 
fair  that  a  part  of  the  custom  receipts 
should  be  set  aside  to  stabilize  and  sup¬ 
port  agriculture  commodities  and  there¬ 
by  benefit  the  American  farmer.  Under 
section  32,  30  percent  of  our  custom 
duties  are  set  aside  for  what  is  termed 
a  permanent  appropriation  for  use  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  dispos¬ 
ing  of  farm  surpluses,  encouraging  do¬ 
mestic  consumption  and  for  other  highly 
beneficial  programs  for  agriculture. 
This  act  has  been  in  force  for  more  than 
10  years  and  literally  millions  of  dollars 
have  been  spent  in  aid  of  American  agri¬ 
culture.  By  its  action,  this  committee 
seeks  to  take  this  fund  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  and  to  deprive  him 
of  the  uses  for  which  the  fund  was 
created.  To  permit  this  to  be  done 
would  certainly  start  a  real  erosion  of 
the  American  farmer. 

In  the  short  time  at  my  disposal,  I 
would  like  to  call  attention  to  one  more 
act  of  this  committee  which  I  think  ren¬ 
ders  a  distinct  disservice  to  American 
agriculture.  We  all  know  that  our  soil 
is  one  of  our  Nation’s  most  valuable  re¬ 
sources,  and  its  conservation  should  be 
one  of  the  chief  concerns  of  our  Govern¬ 
ment.  Since  this  program  was  inaugu¬ 
rated,  we  have  made  great  progress,  and 
we  are  now  beginning  to  reap  dividends 
from  the  investment  made  in  this  pro¬ 
gram.  The  great  pity  is  that  we  did  not 
embark  upon  such  a  program  sooner. 
To  stop  spending  money  for  the  strength¬ 
ening  of  our  soil  is  a  good  deal  like  stop¬ 
ping  medicine  and  food  for  a  sick  man, 
and  I  shall  support  an  amendment  to 
this  bill  at  the  proper  time  and  place  to 
provide  adequate  funds  for  this  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  rural  electrification  has 
done  more  to  brighten  the  homes  of  rural 
America  than  anything  Congress  has 
ever  authorized  and  set  up.  The  farmers 
of  our  Nation  want  and  need  this  service 
and  no  reduction  should  be  made  for  the 
support  of  this  program.  Our  coopera¬ 
tives  have  made  prompt  payments  on  all 
loans  granted  them  for  the  establishment 
and  expansion  of  this  program,  and  we 
should  make  available  the  necessary 
funds  to  give  the  farmers  of  America  this 
service  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  call  attention  again  to  the  action 
of  this  committee  in  regard  to  our  school 


lunch  program  set  up  by  Congress  Ijist 
year.  Strong  people  as  well  as  strong 
and  fertile  land  make  a  strong  nation, 
and  no  program  inaugurated  by  this  Con¬ 
gress  has  done  more  "to  build  a  strong, 
healthier  citizenship  than  has  our  school 
lunch  program.  I  recall  that  during  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  last  year  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey,  head  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice,  stated  that  more  than  40  percent  of 
the  young  men  of  our  country  who  were 
called  to  serve  our  country  during  World 
War  II  were  found  physically  unfit  for 
duty  due  largely  to  malnutrition  during 
childhood  and  youth.  Money  invested  in 
building  a  strong,  virile  manhood  and 
womanhood  is  money  well  spent  and  is  in 
reality  an  investment  for  the  future.  At 
the  proper  time  and  place  I  shall  support 
an  amendment  to  this  bill  to  increase  the 
amount  recommended  for  this  program, 
which  is  a  serious  reduction  over  the 
needs,  and  also  to  eliminate  the  restric¬ 
tive  language  that  has  been  coupled  with'- 
the  meager  appropriation  made  by  this 
committee. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  IMr.  Brown!. 

(Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia  asked  and 
was  granted  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  several 
provisions  of  this  bill  which  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  welfare  of  American 
agriculture.  The  provisions  are  those 
relating  to  soil  conservation,  the  school- 
lunch  program,  price  supports  and  sur¬ 
plus  removal,  rural  electrification,  and 
loans  to  small  fai-mers.  * 

Soil  conservation  takes  a  double  blow 
in  this  bill.  The  first  is  aimed  at  the 
agricultural-conservation  program,  and 
the  other  is  directed  at  the  work  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service. 

In  passing  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year 
1947,  the  Congress  clearly  pledged  farm¬ 
ers  a  $300,000,000  agricultural-conserva¬ 
tion  program  for  this  year.  The  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  and  the  debate  on  it, 
March  8,  1946,  permit  no  doubt  of  that 
fact. 

The  bill  this  year  would  repudiate  that 
pledge  and  cut  payments  to  farmers 
nearly  in  half.  This  action  comes  after — 
not  before — a  majority  of  farmers  have 
carried  out  the  practices  for  which  pay¬ 
ments  are  authorized.  How  can  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  handle  this  sit-  . 
nation?  It  cannot  do  so  fairly.  It  can 
pay  on  a  first-come-first-served  basis, 
which  is  unfair.  Or  it  can  try  to  collect 
part  of  the  payments  already  made — in 
other  words,  put  those  farmers  on  the 
debt  register. 

The  bill  goes  further.  It  would  kill  the 
program  completely  at  the  end  of  this 
year,  repudiating  the  accepted  principle 
that  the  public  shares  responsibility  with 
the  farmer  for  bearing  the  cost  of  con¬ 
serving  the  soil  resources  on  which  civil¬ 
ization  depends. 

Let  it  be  known,  too,  that  killing  the 
AGP  wipes  out  the  elected,  nonpartisan 
farmer-committee  system  which  helps 
formulate  and  administer  agricultural 
programs.  This  weakens  the  commod¬ 
ity  loan  system  and  other  programs. 


The  Nation  will  thus  lose  an  important 
means  of  achieving  economic  democracy. 
I  plead  with  the  House  to  keep  its  pledge 
for  this  year  and  to  maintain  the  AGP 
next  year  at  the  level  recommended  by 
the  President. 

As  if  the  blow  at  the  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  program  and  the  farmer- 
committee  system  were  not  enough,  the 
bill  takes  another  cut  at  the  Nation’s 
soil-conservation  effort.  By  cutting 
down  the  Soil  Gonservation  Service,  it 
will  reduce  when  it  should  increase  the 
value  of  the  soil-conservation  districts 
which  the  people  have  set  up  under  State 
laws  in  every  State  of  the  Union. 

They  have  gone  through  the  long  and 
often  tedious  legal  process  of  establish¬ 
ing  more  than  1,800  soil-conservation 
districts  because  they  want  to  do  an 
effective  job  of  soil  conservation.  The 
farmers  run  these  districts  themselves. 

Almost  every  one  of  these  districts  has 
asked  the  Soil  Gonservation  Service  to 
provide  it  with  technical  assistance. 
The  farmers  recognize  that  expert  as¬ 
sistance  on  an  acre-by-acre  basis  is 
essential  if  we  are  to  get  permanent  con¬ 
servation.  They  want  it.  They  ought 
to  have  it.  They  know  they  would  not 
be  faced  with  the  terrific  soil-erosion 
problem  they  face  today  if  they  had  had 
this  kind  of  expert  help  in  the  past. 

If  we  cut  the  fimds  for  the  SGS,  we 
are  cutting  down  the  scientific  assist¬ 
ance  to  the  farmers  in  soil -conserva¬ 
tion  districts)  Some  of  the  new  districts 
will  probably  get  no  help  at  all. 

I  cannot  believe  this  House  wants  to 
reduce  this  scientific  and  widely  praised 
soil-conservation  work.  I  hope  this 
House  will  allow  the  full  budget  estimate 
of  $44,860,000  for  the  Soil  Gonservation 
Service. 

What  the  bill  does  to  the  school-lunch 
program  is  to  reduce  by  considerably 
^more  than  50  percent  the  nearly  $63,- 
'000,000  allocated  to  the  States  for  food 
purchases  this  year.  It  also  changes  the 
matching  provisions  so  that  many  States 
might  not  be  able  to  receive  the  full 
amounts  provisionally  available  for  them 
imder  the  new  appropriation  proposal. 
Payments  by  those  children  who  can 
afford  to  pay  for  their  share  of  the  lunch 
costs  could  no  longer  be  included  in  the 
totals  of  State  “matching”  money. 

In  some  States,  the  amounts  that  would 
be  available  for  school-lunch  operations 
next  year  would  be  so  small  as  to  raise 
serious  doubts  about  the  continuance  of 
the  program  on  any  basis. 

Now  a  word  about  section  32  funds. 
Elimination  of  these  funds,  the  equiva¬ 
lent  of  30  percent  of  the  previous  year’s 
customs  receipts,  would  deprive  farmers 
of  protection  against  emergency  situa¬ 
tions  in  various  commodities. 

We  need  these  funds  to  deal  with  local 
sm-pluses  of  perishable  commodities, 
such  as  fruits  and  vegetables.  We  have 
such  local  surpluses  somewhere  every 
year.  We  have  some  now.  We  will 
have  more.  Without  section  32  money, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  put  a  practical 
floor  under  temporarily  glutted  fruit 
and  vegetable  markets. 

The  Government  should  have  continu¬ 
ing  access  to  these  funds  so  as  to  make 
exports  possible  when  certain  farm  prod¬ 
ucts  otherwise  will  not  move  In  world 
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trade.  The  funds  have  been  invaluable 
in  eliminating  the  cotton  surpluses,  for 
example. 

We  especially  need  to  maintain  section 
32  in  order  to  cushion  the  impact  of 
price-depressing  factors  on  the  farm 
economy.  We  also  need  it  in  develop¬ 
ing  new  uses,  diverting  some  products 
to  byproduct  uses,  and  in  getting  sup¬ 
plies  of  food  and  fiber  to  the  needy. 

In  the  rural  electrification  field,  the 
effect  of  the  bill  can  be  stated  very 
clearly  and  concisely.  It  would  deprive 
135,000  farm  families  of  electric  light  and 
power  they  could  just  as  well  have  in 
the  year  ahead.  This  would  be  the  direct 
effect  of  the  bill  in  decreasing  the  funds 
which  REA  needs  to  do  engineering  and 
other  work  which  must  precede  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  power  lines.  Do  not  slow 
down  or  stop  this  service  which  is  second 
in  importance  only  to  the  RED  seiwice 
to  the  farmers. 

The  committee  bill  is  especially  hard 
on  the  small  farmer  who  is  short  on  re¬ 
sources.  In  calling  for  complete  elimi¬ 
nation  of  direct  loans  for  farm  purchase, 
the  bill  would  order  that  deserving  and 
qualified  applicants — including  veter¬ 
ans — be  denied  the  opportunity  to  buy 
farms  of  their  own.  The  demand  for 
these  loans  has  increased  steadily, 
especially  from  veterans.  On  December 
31,  1946,  applications  from  36,340  veter¬ 
ans  were  on  file,  as  compared  with  7,705 
on  the  same  date  a  year  earlier.  By 
denying  these  loans,  the  Department 
loses  an  effective  weapon  against  farm 
land-price  inflation,  since  these  farms 
are  purchased  on  a  long-time  earning 
capacity  appraisal.  And  the  bill  would 
completely  nullify  section  505b,  Public 
Law  346 — the  GI  bill  of  rights. 

The  bill  also  would  reduce  funds  for 
production  and  subsistence  loans  by  $30,- 
000,000.  This  means  that  many  eligible 
applicants,  including  veterans,  would  be 
denied  the  only  source  of  credit  suitable 
to  successful  operations  on  their  farms. 
With  loan  funds  exhausted  in  most 
States,  14,600  of  the  veteran  applications 
are  still  on  file.  To  date,  loans  have  been 
made  to  approximately  50,000  World  War 
II  veterans,  and  it  would  be  discrimina¬ 
tory  to  refuse  similar  aid  to  other  veteran 
applicants  who  filed  too  late  to  receive 
aid  from  past  appropriations. 

The  committee  bill  would  reduce  funds 
for  salaries  and  expenses  by  $12,000,000 
and  thus  reduce  the  technical  assistance 
to  borrowers  that  frequently  spells  the 
difference  between  success  and  failure  on 
these  loans.  There  are  now  1,200,000 
borrowers  with  outstanding  accounts  of 
$700,000,000.  FHA  would  have  to  close 
about  575  county  o&ces,  and  increase  the 
workload  of  remaining  county  personnel 
beyond  the  point  where  adequate  assist¬ 
ance  can  be  rendered  borrowers. 

I  could  cite  other  faults  in  this  bill 
Including  the  failure  to  provide  funds  to 
put  into  effect  the  scientific  approach  to 
the  problems  of  distribution  authorized 
by  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act. 
However,  this  is  merely  a  failure  to  ad¬ 
vance  the  cause  of  agriculture  and  the 
general  welfare  whereas  the  cuts  I  have 
discussed  represent  absolute  regression-^ 
positive  detriment  to  American  agricul¬ 
ture.  The  bill  as  it  stands  provides  for 
an  appropriation  that  is  too  low  and  a 


cost  that  is  too  high  for  the  Nation  to 
afford.  I  plead  with  you:  Do  not  start 
us  back  on  the  road  to  soil  destruction 
and  depression. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Evins]. 

(Mr.  EVINS  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  being  considered  here  to¬ 
day  will  cut  and  reduce  the  recommend¬ 
ed  budget  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  by  $383,000,000  less  than  recom¬ 
mended  by  President  Truman.  Should 
this  action  be  approved  the  Congress  will 
in  effect  be  cutting  the  heart  from  a 
sound  and  progressive  agricultural  pro¬ 
gram  designed  to  bring  about  a  self-sus¬ 
taining  American  agriculture  and  a  man¬ 
ifestation  and  development  of  this  Na¬ 
tion’s  apioultural  resources. 

The  economies  proposed  in  this  meas¬ 
ure  are  to  the  detriment  of  the  farmers 
of  our  country  and  all  segments  of  our 
population.  The  bill  drastically  curtails 
the  services  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Administration,  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  the  Farmer’s  Home  Admin¬ 
istration,  the  National  School  Lunch 
Program,  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration,  the  Production  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Administration,  and  various 
branches  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  concerned  with  Scientific  research 
and  agricultural  development  and  ex¬ 
tension.  I  am  in  favor  of  economy — 
“constructive  economy” — by  eliminating 
waste  and  extravagance  and  useless  per¬ 
sonnel  and  have  voted  for  measures  in 
this  session  of  the  Congress  to  effect  such 
economies  where  I  felt  that  such  could 
be  accomplished  without  impairing  vital 
and  essential  Government  services. 
However,  the  drastic  cuts  that  are  here 
proposed,  in  my  humble  opinion,  consti¬ 
tute  a  glaring  example  of  false  economy 
which  is  manifestly  unfair  not  only  to 
our  farmers  and  the  agricultural  popu¬ 
lation  of  our  country  but  also  to  every 
segment  of  our  citizenship  who  are  de¬ 
pending  upon  a  successful  and  prosper¬ 
ous  agriculture  in  America.  Should 
American  agriculture  fail  through  the 
lack  of  coordination  and  support,  all 
dreams  of  future  prosperity  and  interna¬ 
tional  peace  may  well  end  in  chaos  and 
confusion.  The  drastic  reductions  in  ap¬ 
propriations  proposed  for  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  exemplify  a  virtual 
wrecking  of  the  soil  conserving  programs 
which  is  false  economy  in  the  truest 
sense.  Our  farms  and  tillable  agriculture 
soil  constitute  the  basic  wealth  of  our 
country.  Department  of  Agriculture  sta¬ 
tisticians  estimate  that  between  1895  and 
1930  a  full  million  acres  of  top  soil  were 
lost  each  year  and  that  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  country’s  farm  lands  have 
been  damaged  by  wind  or  water  erosion 
and  that  this  loss  to  the  Nation  has  been 
about  $4,000,000,000  a  year.  Since  1930, 
under  the  Soil  Conservation  Programs 
through  contour  planting  and  cultiva¬ 
tion,  terracing  and  various  other  soil 
conserving  and  erosion  preventing  prac¬ 
tices,  the  wastage  of  our  lands  has  been 
greatly  reduced.  Although  the  expendi¬ 
tures  for  soil  conservation  may  appear  to 
be  great  they  are  trivial  compared  to 


the  ultimate  gains  which  may  accrue 
under  these  programs. 

The  majority  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  has  eliminated 
entirely  all  of  the  work  heretofore  per¬ 
formed  by  members  of  various  county 
ACA  committees  in  assisting  farmers  in 
statements  of  performance  of  prescribed 
conservation  practices  under  which  pay¬ 
ments  are  conditioned.  This  elimination 
of  assistance,  basic  in  the  field  where 
most  needed,  is  unjustified  and  consti¬ 
tutes  an  example  of  being  penny-wise 
and  pound-foolish.  We  cannot  afford  to 
let  soil  conservation  slip  back  to  a  hap¬ 
hazard  and  unassisted  condition  contrary 
to  the  welfare  and  well-being  of  the 
present  and  future  of  America.  This 
program  is  extensive  and  covers  assist¬ 
ance  in  crop  stripping,  irrigation,  cover 
cropping,  restoration  of  eroded  fields,  ter¬ 
racing,  draining,  contouring,  and  other 
soil-conservation  practices.  Participat¬ 
ing  in  the  program  are  nearly  4,000,000 
of  the  approximately  6,000,000  farms  in 
the  Nation. 

The  same  situation  and  general  prin¬ 
ciple  applies  as  respects  the  programs 
of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration  as  applied  to  cotton  and 
tobacco  production;  to  the  Federal  crop- 
insurance  program  which  assures  the 
Investment  of  our  farmer  in  his  crop, 
and  in  the  triple-A  and  Commodity 
Credit  price-support  programs  as  well 
as  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion,  all  of  which  aid  in  composing  a 
well-balanced  farm  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  want  to  maintain  a 
well-balanced  and  profitable  agricul¬ 
ture,  and  I  urge  that  prior  to  the  passage 
of  this  bill  that  amendments  be  adopted 
reinstating  necessary  funds  which  have 
been  deleted,  thereby  providing  for  a 
continued  strong  and  successful  agricul¬ 
ture  in  America. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  McMil¬ 
lan]. 

(Mr.  McMillan  of  south  Carolina 
asked  and  was  granted  permission  to 
revise  and  extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  McMillan  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  farmers  of  this  coun¬ 
try  have  just  begun  to  ge||^;heir  heads 
above  water,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  has  reported 
an  appropriation  bill  to  the  House  that 
will  sink  the  farmers  again.  I  feel  that  I 
am  well  qualified  to  speak  on  this  subject, 
since  I  was  born  and  reared  on  a  farm 
and  at  a  time  when  the  farmers  received 
only  a  very  small  percentage  of  what 
their  produce  was  worth. 

Through  well  thought  out  legislation 
by  the  Congress  the  Government  has 
been  in  a  position  during  the  past  10 
years  to  materially  assist  the  farmer  in 
getting  what  he  is  justly  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  for  his  produce.  The  pending  agri¬ 
culture  appropriation  Jjill  practically 
eliminates  several  items  materially  af¬ 
fecting  the  farmers. 

First,  the  transfer  of  the  Federal  in¬ 
spection  fee  from  the  Government  to  the 
packer  only  adds  more  expense  as  we  all 
know  that  the  packers  will  pass  this  addi¬ 
tional  expense  on  to  the  farmers. 

The  REA  has  just  begun  to  recuperate 
from  the  war  as  it  was  impossible  for  this 
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organization  to  secure  copper  wire  and 
other  strategic  materials  to  give  the 
farmers  the  benefit  of  electric  service 
during  the  critical  war  days.  I  sincerely 
hope  the  House  will  amend  the  present 
bill  tomorrow  when  amendments  are  in 
order  so  that  the  REA  funds  will  not  be 
imperiled,  also  the  fine  work  carried  on 
by  the  REA  cooperatives  throughout  the 
United  States  can  continue  uninter¬ 
rupted.  I  sincerely  hope  that  I  will  live 
long  enough  to  see  every  farm  home  in 
the  United  States  have  electric  service 
which  will  also  mean  that  they  can  have 
water  works  and  all  other  conveniences 
afforded  the  people  who  reside  in  cities. 

Funds  for  the  Farm  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
and  other  important  items  such  as  the 
AAA  have  been  considerably  curtailed 
under  the  pending  bill.  I  shall  vote  for 
amendments  to  have  sufficient  funds  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  bill  to  carry  on  the  above 
named  farm  activities  so  that  our  farm¬ 
ers  can  continue  to  progress  and  not  go 
backward.  We  are  headed  directly  for 
another  depression  if  we  pass  the  pending 
legislation  in  its  present  form.  Every 
Member  of  the  House  recognizes  the  fact 
that  the  farms  are  the  backbone  of  our 
country  and  if  they  fail  our  entire  econ¬ 
omy  is  bound  to  fail. 

We  cannot  continue  to  expect  our 
farmers  to  operate  at  a  loss  and  on  the 
other  hand  guarantee  industry  a  10  per¬ 
cent  profit  on  their  investments  and  also 
continue  to  grant  labor  increased  wages. 

It  is  beyond  my  wildest  imagination  to 
understand  how  anyone  could  think  we 
are  economizing  in  Governm.ent  expenses 
by  curtailing  the  activities  of  the  farmers 
and  preventing  them  from  having  the 
tools  necessary  to  raise  food  and  other 
produce  so  necessary  for  not  only  our 
country  but  the  entire  world.  We  are 
sending  billions  of  tons  of  food  to  every 
section  of  the  world  and  it  seems  that  we 
will  be  called  on  to  feed  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  world  during  the  next 
few  years. 

We  have  recently  made  two  or  three 
huge  appropriations  to  take  care  of  suf¬ 
fering  people  in  foreign  countries  and  as¬ 
sist  them  in  getting  their  governments 
back  into  operation.  Therefore,  I  cannot 
understand  we  should  try  to  take 
away  the  few  advantages  we  have  recent¬ 
ly  granted  our  farmers  under  the  name  of 
economy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  my  sincere  wish 
that  we  can  amend  the  present  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  when  amendments  are  in  order 
to  the  extent  that  every  dollar  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  requested  for  the  farmer  shall 
be  appropriated. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Rivers!. 

(Mr.  RIVERS  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  RIVERS  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
In  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Wil¬ 
liams!. 

(Mr.  WILLIAMS  asked  and  was 
granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  the  highest  regard  for  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentlemen  who  are  the  au¬ 
thors  of  this  appropriation  bill,  and  I 
congratulate  them  for  their  splendid 
efforts  to  effect  economy  into  the  agri¬ 
cultural  operations  of  our  country. 
But  I  must  remind  them  that  the  road 
to  hell,  also,  is  paved  with  good  inten¬ 
tions,  and  it  is  my  thought  that  false 
economy  is  more  expensive  in  the  long 
run  than  no  attempts  at  economy. 

During  my  brief  period  of  tenure  in 
this  House  I  have  heard  repeated  tributes 
to  the  superhuman  job  on  the  part  of 
organized  labor  in  producing  the  weapons 
of  war  with  which  our  soldiers  were  able 
to  repel  the  enemy;  I  have  heard  re¬ 
peated  tributes  to  American  business 
enterprises  for  their  splendid  produc¬ 
tion  efforts  dui'ing  the  war;  I  have  heard 
innumerable  tributes  and  eulogies  to  oui- 
patriotic  sons  who  fought  and  bled  on 
foreign  battlefields  so  that  our  Nation 
might  continue  to  be  the  greatest  nation 
on  the  face  of  the  earth.  These  tributes 
are  well  founded,  and  their  recipients  are 
entitled  to  all  the  credit  and  praise  that 
a  grateful  people  might  bestow  upon 
them. 

But  our  Nation  has  become  great  and 
remained  great  through  the  combined 
efforts  of  all  of  her  peoples,  and  though 
I  have  yet  in  this  Congress  to  hear  of 
such  lavish  praise  heaped  upon  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  our  country,  nevertheless,  without 
his  contribution  to  the  war  effort,  we 
would  have  been  lost.  It  was  he  who 
labored  through  endless  hours  of,  back¬ 
breaking  and  thankless  toil  so  that  we 
who  were  in  the  seiwice  of  our  country 
both  at  home  and  on  foreign  soil,  and 
those  who  worked  in  the  factories  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  gims  would  have  food  to  eat 
and  clothing  to  wear.  The  American 
farmer  has  always  been  the  backbone 
of  our  Nation,  and  we  should  never  stoop 
so  low  as  to  disavow  that  fact. 

And  yet,  of  all  those  who  produced  the 
weapons  of  war,  and  those  who  made  it 
possible  for  us  to  weather  the  storm  of 
the  last  great  conflict,  the  American 
farmer  has  been  the  least  paid  and  the 
most  self-sustaining.  His  needs  are 
small,  and  his  demands  are  few.  He 
receive?  the  least  amount  of  remunera¬ 
tion  for  his  work  per  dollar  invested  and 
man-hour  worked  of  all  the  trades  or 
professions.  And  without  his  efforts  we 
would  all  perish  from  the  face  of  this 
earth. 

I  favor  restoration  of  the  cuts  made 
by  the  committee  in  rural  electrification 
appropriations.  Nothing  has  meant 
more  to  the  rural  citizen  of  America  than 
rural  electrification;  it  has  doubled  the 
value  of  every  farm  that  it  has  touched, 
and  has  brought  the  comforts  of  urban 
life  to  those  who  are  most  entitled  to 
them,  the  American  farmers. 

Instead  of  cutting  funds  for  this  great 
enterprise,  I  think  we  should  provide 
more  funds  in  order  that  it  may  expand 
and  give  more  service  to  more  people.  It 
is  my  dream  that  someday  every  farm 
family  in  America  may  be  able  to  en¬ 
joy  the  comforts  and  benefits  of  elec¬ 
tricity — and  until  that  day  comes,  I  am 
In  favor  of  enlarging  and  expanding 
further  this  great  program  initiated 
for  the  farmer  in  recognition  of  his  all- 
important  contribution  to  American  life. 


It  is  an  established  fact  that  every  liv¬ 
ing  thing  derives  its  subsistence  from 
the  top  6  inches  of  the  earth’s  crust. 
Without  this  6  inches  of  topsoil  mankind 
would  perish  from  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  vegetation  would  gradually  disap¬ 
pear.  Down  through  the  ages  of  his¬ 
tory,  this  soil  has  been  washed  into  the 
valleys,  and  from  there  into  the  streams, 
and  so  on  into  the  sea,  and  it  was  only 
after  the  situation  was  beginning  to  be¬ 
come  critical  that  this  important  fact 
was  discovered,  and  the  science  of  soil 
conservation  came  into  being.  And  to¬ 
day,  through  the  efforts  of  our  experts  in 
the  soil-conservation  field  who  are  work¬ 
ing  with  those  in  the  Triple  A  and  other 
agricultural  divisions,  we  are  making 
rapid  and  noticeable  progress  in  check¬ 
ing  the  loss  of  this  fertlity  from  our 
soils.  One  needs  but  to  ride  for  30  min¬ 
utes  from  tliis  city  to  see  the  results  of 
this  program. 

The  other  day  this  Congress  appropri¬ 
ated  three  hundred  and  fifty  millions  of 
our  American  dollars  to  be  used  to  pur¬ 
chase  food  grown  by  American  farmers 
to  feed  the  starving  people  of  Europe. 
We  were  drawing  on  our  own  dwindling 
resources  to  supply  food  for  people  who, 
through  ignorance  and  neglect,  failed  to 
conserve  their  own  natural  resources 
for  such  emergencies,  and  who  today  are 
suffering  because  of  the  depletion  and 
waste  of  these  resources. 

We  seem  to  have  plenty  of  money  to 
send  to  Europe — but  not  enough  to  spend 
on  our  own  future  welfare.  I  cannot 
agree  with  such  two-faced  logic. 

I  want  to  see  the  section  32  funds  re¬ 
stored  to  the  farmers  of  America  to 
whom  they  rightfully  belong,  and  to  see 
adequate  funds  given  to  our  forestry  and 
extension  services  and  our  school-lunch 
program. 

Amendments  to  this  bill  will  be  offered 
to  correct  all  of  these  injustices,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  that  this  Congress  will 
see  fit  to  restore  these  funds,  at  least 
to  conform  with  the  budget  of  the 
President. 

It  is  high  time  that  our  American 
farmer  assumed  his  rightful  position  in 
this  country  and  ceased  to  be  the  scape¬ 
goat  of  every  so-called  political  economy 
drive. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Mansfield!.' 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  wish  to  congratulate  the 
authors  of  this  report  for  their  expressed 
appreciation  of  the  importance  of  for¬ 
estry  to  this  country.  As  they  point  out 
on  page  7  of  the  report: 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  more  and  more,  for¬ 
estry  is  coming  to  be  regarded  as  an  annual 
crop  with  definite  cash  income  benefits  to 
farmers  in  all  sections  of  the  country. 

That  is  very  true — outstandingly  so 
in  my  part  of  the  country. 

I  want  to  give  further  credit  to  the 
report  for  the  statement  that — 

There  is  a  growing  interest  in  forestry  as 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  more  than  three¬ 
score  witnesses  appeared  to  testify  on  one 
item  or  another  in  the  Forest  Service  esti¬ 
mate. 

A  separate  volume  of  the  printed 
hearings  is  devoted  exclusively  to  the 
testimony  from  scores  of  witnesses  from 
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both  sides  of  the  House.  The  time  and 
effort  devoted  by  the  many  members  of 
the  House  in  advocating  various  forestry 
measures  are  indicative  of  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  this  subject,  not  only  for  the 
definite  cash  income  benefits  mentioned 
In  the  report,  but  also  for  the  many  other 
benefits  which  flow  from  a  well-done  job 
of  forestry.  You  know  what  they  are. 
I  refer  to  the  flood-control  values,  to  the 
stabilization  of  communities  were  sus¬ 
tained  yield  forestry  is  practiced,  to  the 
peaceful  and  delightful  recreation  pro¬ 
vided  tens  of  millions  of  our  city  and 
rural  dwellers  within  our  widespread  na¬ 
tional  forest  system,  and  to  the  stimu¬ 
lating  pleasure  granted  millions  of 
sportsmen  by  the  proper  handling  of  the 
wildlife — most  of  which,  by  all  odds,  at 
least  in  the  West,  ranges  throughout  the 
national  forests,  and  finally  to  the  range 
forage  made  available  to  some  10,000,000 
head  of  livestock  which  returned  to  the 
Treasury  far  more  from  national  forest 
grazing  fees  than  is  met  in  administering 
them. 

And  now  after  reading  those  honeyed 
words  in  the  report  saying  that  some¬ 
thing  should  be  done  about  the  forestry 
situation,  what  do  we  find  in  terms  of 
definite  recommendations?  The  answer 
is  nothing  but  cuts  in  appropriations, 
excepting  for  fire  protection.  Turn  to 
pages  59  and  60  of  the  report.  Item 
after  item  after  item — 11  out  of  12 — is 
prefaced  with  a  minus  sign.  That  sort 
of  double  talk  will  do  much  more  harm 
than  good.  For  example,  let  me  men¬ 
tion  briefiy  6  of  the  items  with  which 
I  am  personally  well  acquainted,  al¬ 
though  they  are  Important  not  only  in 
my  district  but  Nation-wide: 

First.  A  half-million-dollar  cut  is  made 
in  the  project  for  general  management 
and  operahon  of  the  national  forests. 
The  report — page  19 — says  this  is  largely 
office  work.  This  is  the  fund  from  which 
the  forest  rangers  and  forest  supervisors 
are  paid.  Try  following  them  over  the 
mountains,  working  on  forest  fires,  on 
timber  sales,  handling  that  10,000,000 
head  of  livestock,  and  doing  the  101  jobs 
which  we  expect  them  to  do.  I  have 
made  such  trips  and  want  to  assure  you 
that  those  are  far  from  being  the  swivel- 
chair  office  jobs  implied  in  the  committee 
report.  The  8-hour  day  means  nothing 
to  these  men  during  the  field  season. 
Overtime,  from  daylight  to  dark,  but  not 
on  an  overtime-pay  basis,  is  customary 
practice.  Rather  than  cutting  this  item, 
additional  help  should  be  provided  these 
men.  The  dividend  would  be  great  in 
terms  of  less  acres  burned,  more  timber 
cut,  and  in  other  beneficial  ways. 

Second.  Within  the  present  month,  Mr. 
Taber’s  deficiency  committee  recom¬ 
mended,  and  Congress  appropriated,  an 
increase  of  $410,000  to  increase  the  vol¬ 
ume  of  timber  sales  on  the  national 
forests.  The  reason  given  was  that  such 
expenditures  would  return  some  $4  to 
the  Treasury  for  each  dollar  spent.  Now, 
this  committee  not  only  reverses  the 
action  of  the  Deficiency  Committee  by 
denying  continuance  of  the  $410,000  in¬ 
crease,  but  makes  a  further  cut  of  $190,- 
000  for  timber-sale  work.  We  recognized 
previously  that  it  was  a  good  business 
proposition  to  make  an  investment  of 
this  sort.  The  committee  action  in  pro¬ 


posing  this  cut  is,  therefore,  incompre¬ 
hensible. 

Third.  I  have  mentioned  that  most  of 
the  big  game  and  wildlife,  especially  in 
the  West,  range  over  our  national  forests. 
This  is  a  valuable  national  resource 
which  heretofore  has  been  given  at  least 
some  attention  with  the  $163,000  appro¬ 
priated  for  that  purpose.  Millions  of 
sportsmen  can  testify  to  that.  It  is  in¬ 
conceivable,  therefore,  why  the  commit¬ 
tee  report — page  20 — recommends  that 
“the  allotment — for  the  production  of 
wildlife  resources  in  the  forests  has  been 
eliminated  entirely.”  Note  that  word 
“entirely.”  We  can,  of  course,  eliminate 
the  appropriation,  but  any  of  you  who 
have  been  out  in  om'  forested  country 
know  that  you  cannot  eliminate  the  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  deer,  elk,  bear, 
antelope,  and  other  game  animals,  and 
the  many  problems  which  arise  because 
of  their  very  presence.  The  complete 
elimination  of  this  item  is  another  of  the 
incomprehensible  features  of  this  report. 

Fourth.  A  fourth  example — in  brief — 
of  the  more  serious  cuts  in  forestry  ac¬ 
tivities  is  the  50-percent  reduction  in 
forest  resource  investigations.  This  is 
the  job  of  making  an  inventory  of  the 
standing  timber  in  this  country;  what 
goods  do  we  have  on  our  shelves?  Many 
a  small-town  storekeeper  as  well  as  the 
big  industrialist  realizes  that  an  inven¬ 
tory  of  goods  on  hand  is  indispensable  to 
a  successful  business.  No  such  inventory 
is  available  as  yet  for  large  sections  of 
the  country.  That  is  the  way  it  is  in 
my  own  State.  Many  of  us  believe  that 
the  amount  of  timber  being  cut  there 
could  be  increased  by  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  board  feet  annually,  and  still  not 
reduce  the  amount  of  our  stocks  on  hand 
to  a  dangerous  point.  However,  without 
an  inventory  we  will  not  know  if  our 
stocks  are  being  depleted  too  seriously. 
The  committee  report — page  21 — says: 
“The  work  is  largely  academic,  and  lacks 
in  real  practical  value.”  The  practical 
woodsmen,  the  sawmill  operators,  and 
woodland  owners  will  sharply  chal¬ 
lenge  that  statement.  The  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  must  have  done  a  poor  job  in  ex¬ 
plaining  to  the  committee  what  this 
project  really  is. 

Fifth.  Others  will  doubtless  call  to  your 
attention  that  35-percent  cut  in  funds 
for  the  forest  products  laboratory  and 
its  field  stations.  The  committee  re¬ 
port — page  21 — characterizes  it  as  “aca¬ 
demic  or  visionary.”  That  was  certainly 
not  the  reason  why  the  Army  and  Navy 
people  turned  to  this  laboratory  so  fre¬ 
quently  during  the  war  years;  nor  the 
reason  why  the  wood  using  industries 
give  it  their  hearty  support. 

Sixth.  Finally,  among  this  list  of  in- 
comprehensibles  is  the  reduction  of  $2,- 
500,000  for  access  roads;  roads  to  make 
available  for  cutting  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  feet  of  timber  so  urgently  needed 
in  the  present  housing  crisis.  As  brought 
out  during  the  hearings  some  $7,000,000 
of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  develop¬ 
ment  roads”  is  required  for  necessary 
maintenance.  Consequently  the  com¬ 
mittee  report  allows  only  $3,000,000  for 
new  construction  of  access  roads.  This 
will  be  a  reduction  of  almost  50  percent 
below  the  construction  program  under 
way  this  fiscal  year.  From  personal  ob¬ 


servation  I  know  that  this  work  is  being 
done  eflaciently  and  at  reasonable  cost. 
The  returns  to  the  Treasury  from  sales 
of  national  forest  stumpage  thus  made 
available  will  more  than  liquidate  the 
cost  of  these  roads.  With  the  need  for 
more  lumber  as  desperately  great  as  it 
is,  surely  there  should  be  no  let-up  in 
the  access  road  construction  program. 
To  increase  it  would  be  much  sounder 
from  a  cold  dollar-and-cents  point  of 
view. 

Other  items  in  the  Forest  Service  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  also  need  further  con¬ 
sideration.  Quite  probably  all  of  them 
cannot  be  taken  care  of  adequately  at 
this  time.  I  do  wish  to  urge,  however, 
that  the  House  conferees  study  the  real 
justification  for  these  items  more  thor¬ 
oughly  and  then  join  with  the  Senate 
conferees  in  converting  the  fine  intro¬ 
ductory  words  of  this  section  of  the  re¬ 
port  into  the  funds  needed  to  actually 
put  these  words  into  effect. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  consume. 

■  The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlemen 
from  Missouri  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we 
are  not  to  have  another  war,  this  is  the 
most  important  of  the  appropriation  bills 
that  will  be  considered  at  this  session  of 
Congress.  It  has  more  direct,  and  im¬ 
mediate,  and  determining  influence  upon 
the  national  economy  than  any  appro¬ 
priation  bill  which  will  be  considered  in 
the  Eightieth  Congress.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  its  importance  it  is  being  cut  nearly 
one-third  lower  than  any  other  of  the 
annual  supply  bills  with  possibly  one  ex¬ 
ception,  and  certainly  the  greatest  de¬ 
crease  in  service  to  agriculture  under 
the  preceding  year  of  any  supply  bill  in 
the  history  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  entering  upon  a 
critical  postwar  period.  There  is  a  dis¬ 
concerting  similarity  in  the  pattern  of 
the  agricultural  graphs  in  every  war  in 
which  the  United  States  has  been  en¬ 
gaged;  in  the  rise  and  fall  of  farm  prices 
and  farm  prosperity  during  and  follow¬ 
ing  continental  wars,  even  back  to  the 
Napoleonic  era. 

We  observe  in  each  instance  an  ad¬ 
vance  with  alarming  regularity  in  agri¬ 
cultural  prices,  agricultural  income,  and 
agricultural  prosperity  during  the  war, 
and  then  a  collapse  which  leaves  the 
country  in  the  depths  of  a  disastroios 
depression. 

That  was  the  situation  in  1866,  1899, 
1920,  and  that  will  be  the  situation  in  the 
readjustment  which  must  inevitably  fol¬ 
low  this  war  unless  steps  can  be  taken, 
both  legislative  and  economic,  to  reverse 
the  trend. 

With  that  in  view.  Congress  has  en¬ 
deavored  in  the  last  two  decades  to  pro¬ 
vide  legislative  machinery  and  economic 
programs  which  will  counteract  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  inexorable  law  of  dislocated 
supply  and  demand,  so  far  as  its  effects 
upon  agricultural  deflation  and  postwar 
retrogression  are  concerned. 

The  system  of  programs  and  projects 
provided  for  in  this  bill  are  the  out¬ 
growth  of  our  efforts  to  achieve  price 
stability,  economic  equality,  and  a  pro¬ 
gressive  standard  of  living  for  American 
agriculture.  Almost  without  exception 
they  have  been  remarkably  successful. 
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They  have  standardized  production  and 
Income  and  have  supplied  a  buying  pow¬ 
er  which  has  been  reflected  in  the  In¬ 
creasing  prosperity  of  business  and  in¬ 
dustry  dependent  on  farm  patronage. 

For  that  reason  any  proposal  which 
threatens  the  continued  activity  and  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  this  integrated  system  of 
supports  and  controls  merits  the  most 
earnest  and  painstaking  scrutiny  and 
consideration. 

Let  us  examine  briefly,  in  the  order  of 
their  discussion  in  the  committee  report, 
some  of  the  activities  most  drastically 
affected  by  the  indiscriminate  restric¬ 
tions  and  liquidations  proposed  in  the 
pending  bill. 

That  is  in  keeping  with  the  times. 
Research  has  demonstrated  its  value  in 
peace  and  war.  But  for  research  and  the 
scientific  developments  which  supported 
our  troops  in  the^  field,  the  war  would 
still  be  on,  we  would  still  be  fighting — 
abroad  and  at  home.  Industry,  quick  to 
realize  the  dollar-and-cents  value  of  this 
practical  point  of  view,  is  making  rm- 
precedented  allotments  of  funds  for  re¬ 
search.  It  is  even  more  important  that 
agriculture,  with  its  need  for  new  uses 
and  markets  and  new  methods  and  fields 
of  distribution  of  agricultural  surpluses, 
should  follow  suit.  Pressing  problems  of 
supply,  demand,  prices,  consumption, 
standardization,  transportation,  process¬ 
ing,  packaging,  and  distribution  require 
immediate  and  comprehensive  study. 

Accordingly,  both  Houses  of  Congress 
last  year  approved  by  practically  unani¬ 
mous  vote  the  Hope-Flannagan  research 
bill,  and  in  response  to  that  authoriza¬ 
tion  an  estimate  was  submitted  to  the 
House  for  an  appropriation  of  $19,000,- 
000  for  that  purpose.  The  committee, 
disregarding  the  mandate  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  cuts  the  amount  to  $6,000,000,  an 
amount  so  small  as  to  render  the  project 
practically  inoperative. 

But  perhaps  the  most  disastrous  effect 
of  the  bill  is  the  denial  of  funds  for  the 
Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion.  generally  known  as  the  AAA.  It 
has  rendered  the  greatest  service  and  it 
sustains  the  greatest  cut  of  any  agency 
in  the  bill. 

In  recognition  and  appreciation  of  the 
importance  of  the  AAA  program.  Con¬ 
gress  passed  by  an  overwhelming  ma¬ 
jority  in  both  branches  authorization. 

In  the  last  session  of  Congress  authori¬ 
zation  was  made  by  an  overwhelming 
majority  in  both  branches,  of  a  $300,- 
000,000  agricultural  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  for  1947.  In  conformity  w'ith  that 
authorization,  the  Department  issued  a 
bulletin  last  August  carrying  this  lan¬ 
guage  : 

The  provisions  of  the  1947  program  are 
necessarily  subject  to  such  legislation  as  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  may  hereafter 
enact;  the  making  of  the  payments  herein 
provided  is  contingent  upon  such  appropria¬ 
tion  as  the  Congress  may  hereafter  provide 
for  such  purpose. 

But  the  farmers  of  the  country  in  view 
of  the  action  of  Congress  in  its  emphatic 
authorization  of  the  program  and  the 
long- established  custom  of  the  Congress 
to  provide  the  funds  to  implement  such 
authorizations,  naturally  considered  the 
paragraph  as  a  mere  legal  formality.  No 


farmer  seriously  considered  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  any  such  contingency  develop¬ 
ing,  In  response  to  the  announcement 
of  the  Department  carrying  this  limita¬ 
tion,  two-thirds  of  the  farmers  of  the 
Nation  have  already  started,  and  in  many 
instances  completed,  conservation  prac¬ 
tices  for  this  year  and  have  laid  plans 
to  continue  them  during  the  coming  year. 

Now  the  committee  proposes  to  take 
advantage  of  this  fine  print  in  their 
lightning-rod  contract  with  the  farmer 
and  deprive  him  of  the  money  he  be¬ 
lieves  they  have  contracted  to  pay  him. 
The  farmer  has  made  his  contribution 
to  the  joint  project  and  put  up  $2  to  the 
Government’s  $1.  He  has  performed  in 
perhaps  a  majority  of  cases  his  part  of 
the  contract  only  to  find  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  here  recommends  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  Government  renege  on  its 
authorization  enacted  at  the  last  session. 

In  the  eyes  of  the  farmer  who  has  been 
cooperating  with  the  Government  in  con¬ 
tracts  of  this  character  for  years,  and 
who  has  made  such  invaluable  and  in¬ 
dispensable  contributions  to  the  war  pro¬ 
gram,  this  amounts  to  repudiation.  And 
the  denial  of  funds  for  the  State  and 
county  committees  destroys  the  agency 
which  has  given  the  farmer  a  voice  in 
his  own  programs.  It  i§  liquidation,  and 
with  the  committees  thus  summarily 
abolished  arbitrary  dictatorship  is  sub¬ 
stituted  for  the  democracy  of  the  farmer- 
elected  agency  which  has  been  their  in¬ 
surance  against  soil  depletion  and  their 
guaranty  of  price  stabilization. 

I  shall  not  burden  you  with  my  own 
views  on  the  effect  of  the  committee’s 
recommendations  on  the  conservation 
policies  and  practices  which  have  been  so 
universally  approved  by  the  Nation,  but 
I  should  like  to  quote  from  an  editorial 
on  the  subject  carried  in  Sunday’s  New 
York  Times,  a  newspaper  of  such  emi¬ 
nence  and  fairness  as  to  require  no  sup¬ 
plementary  comments. 

The  following  is  an  excerpt  from  the 
editorial  page  of  the  Times  for  May  25, 
1947; 

The  House  Appropriations  Committee  used 
some  noble  language  in  reporting  the  Agri¬ 
culture  Department's  1948  budget  on  Friday. 

As  we  give  thought  to  such  a  problem  as 
soil  conservation  and  to  the  saving  of  the 
surplus  of  our  land  from  the  Influences  of 
erosion  we  also  have  the  responsibility  of  pur¬ 
suing  those  policies  that  will  prevent  the 
erosion  of  that  rugged  Individual  character 
which  has  made  the  American  farmer  the 
greatest  producer  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  in  any  time  or  generation  of  the 
world’s  history. 

It  is  quite  true  that  the  farmer’s  in¬ 
dividualism  may  have  been  eroded  by 
some  aspects  of  the  parity  program. 
There  is  just  criticism  to  be  made  of  that 
program,  as  this  newspaper  has  fre¬ 
quently  pointed  out.  But  it  is  hard  to 
see  how  individualism  can  be  restored  or 
improved  by  the  drastic  slashes  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  recommended  in  funds  which 
are  actually  spent  for  conservation.  The 
Soil  Conservation  Service  recently  esti¬ 
mated  that  a  million  acres  of  top  soil 
were  lost  each  year  between  1895  and 
1930;  that  50  percent  of  our  farmlands 
had  been  damaged;  and  that  the  cost 
had  reached  the  appalling  total  of  $4,- 
000,000  a  year.  By  way  of  comment  the 


House  committee  cut  the  service’s  al- 
low’ance  from  $44,860,000  to  $38,673,000. 

My  friends,  even  in  the  city,  where  the 
paramount  Interest  in  agriculture  is  to 
secure  sufaclent  production  to  meet  daily 
needs  and  sufiBcient  buying  power  to 
maintain  urban  industry,  they  realize 
the  tragedy  of  cutting  this  vital  and 
important  appropriation  at  this  critical 
time. 

Then  you  will  recall  that  Public  Law 
320,  better  known  as  section  32  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  earmarks 
30  percent  of  the  customs  revenue  as  a 
permanent  appropriation  to  agriculture 
to  encourage  domestic  consumption  and 
export  of  surplus  agricultural  products, 
and  to  reestablish  the  farmer’s  purchas¬ 
ing  power. 

This  law  was  put  upon  the  statute 
books  because  of  the  general  recognition 
that  the  tariff  laws  discriminated  against 
the  farmer;  that  they  favored  industry 
at  the  expense  of  the  farm  consumer; 
that  "they  appreciated  unduly  and  un¬ 
fairly  his  cost  of  production  and  his  cost 
of  living.  So,  in  order  to  offset  that  dis¬ 
crimination  against  the  American  farmer 
Congress  enacted  this  law  gmng  the 
farmer  30  percent  of  those  same  revenues 
to  be  use  in  maintaining  farm  prices, 
farm  income,  and  the  farm  standard  of 
living.  It  was  one  of  the  fairest  pro¬ 
visions  ever  made  and  is  in  effect  resti¬ 
tution.  For  the  committee  here  to  sud¬ 
denly  nullify  the  law,  to  in  effect  disre¬ 
gard  the  covenant  under  which  it  was  en¬ 
acted,  is  bad  faith.  You  are  continuing 
the  advantages  of  the  tariff  to  industry 
and  to  labor  and  you  are  discontinuing 
the  little  sop  that  is  given  to  the  farmer 
for  the  purpose  of  in  some  short  meas- 
use  compensating  him  for  that  discrimi¬ 
nation. 

The  remarkable  thing  is  that  the  use 
of  these  section  32  funds  has  been  a 
business  success  and  has  brought  profit 
to  the  Government.  If  you  eliminate 
the  OPA  subsidies,  which  were  not  for 
the  benefit  of  agriculture  at  all,  but  solely 
for  the  benefit  of  the  consumer,  and  if 
you  confine  the  use  of  the  section  32 
funds  to  loans  and  price  operations,  the 
Government  has  made  a  profit  on  every 
dollar  expended  from  the  section  32 
funds. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  hope  for  the  accu¬ 
racy  of  the  record  the  gentleman  is  talk¬ 
ing  about  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  credit  and  funds,  not  section  32 
funds,  because  all  the  subsidies  were 
handled  out  of  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  funds. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Eliminating  those  ex¬ 
penditures  which  cannot  be  credited  to 
the  farmer  because  OPA  subsidies  were 
gratuities  to  the  consumer  and  not  to 
the  farmer,  the  Government  has  made 
a  profit. 

The  remarkable  thing  is  that  in  the 
operation  of  the  rehabilitation  agencies 
and  compensating  agencies  financed  for 
the  benefit  of  agriculture  we  discovered 
we  were  not  only  helping  the  farmer  and 
helping  the  Nation  but  that  the  expendi¬ 
tures  are  good  business  investments. 
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When  we  authorized  HOLC  and  bailed 
out  the  banks  and  the  insurance  com¬ 
panies,  everybody  expected  a  huge 
deficit.  But  HOLC  has  paid  out  dollar 
for  dollar.  We  are  not  going  to  lose  a 
penny  on  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is 
so  successful  that  they  are  coming  in 
here  with  a  proposal  from  money  chang¬ 
ers  who  want  to  get  their  hands  on  these 
good  loans  to  make  us  sell  this  HOLC 
paper  to  private  interests.  So,  HOLC 
was  not  only  a  philanthropic  success; 
it  was  also  a  business  success. 

Likewise,  REA  is  a  profitable  invest¬ 
ment.  Some  people  have  the  idea  that 
when  you  appropriate  money  for  REA 
it  is  a  gift  or  a  grant.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  are  getting  back  every  dollar 
we  put  in  REA.  We  loan  on  the  best 
security.  Up  to  this  time  we  not  only 
have  a  negligible  deficit  but  we  have  in 
many  instances  paid  in  advance. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  practically  all  of 
these  agencies  we  have  created  for  the 
rehabilitation  of  agriculture  have  been  as 
bread  cast  upon  the  waters  and  have  re¬ 
turned  to  us  manyfold. 

I  trust  that  any  discussion  of  the 
school-lunch  program  is  superfluous. 
But  we  have  here  the  astonishing  recom¬ 
mendation  from  the  committee  reducing 
the  minimum  amount  required  to 
$45,000,000. 

Here  is  a  phase  that  is  frequently  over¬ 
looked.  When  you  appropriate  $45,000,- 
000  for  children,  they  will  not  get  the 
$45,000,000  in  food.  Under  the  statute 
there  is  a  provision  that  out  of  each  of 
these  appropriations,  $10,000,000  must  be 
taken  for  equipment.  Out  of  that  $45,- 
000,000,  you  will  get  only  $35,000,000  for 
food.  Of  course,  the  key  to  the  propo¬ 
sition  of  the  committee  is  that  they  will 
not  count  the  child’s  payments.  Every 
child  gets  more  than  he  pays  for.  Those 
who  cannot  pay  are  taken  care  of  when 
otherwise  they  would  go  hungry.  Why 
should  such  payments  not  be  considered 
as  matching  funds?  There  is  no  reason 
in  the  world  except  a  desire  to  liquidate 
this  essential  service  to  the  children  of 
the  country.  If  we  adhere  to  this  re¬ 
quirement  of  not  counting  the  money 
paid  in  by  the  children,  there  are  only 
three  States  in  the  Nation  qualified  to 
meet  these  limitations — New  York,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  Utah. 

In  many  of  the  other  States  the  legis¬ 
latures  do  not  meet  until  1949,  and  even 
if  they  did  it  would  be  difficult  to  ar¬ 
range  plans  to  meet  the  situation. 

Every  authority,  both  educational  and 
medical,  says  it  is  the  best  investment 
that  we  could  make  of  American  funds  at 
this  time. 

Again,  let  me  quote  from  Sunday’s 
New  York  Times: 

The  conservation  of  human  beings  Is  also 
important.  A  small  item  in  this  bill  has 
been  the  school  lunch  program  which  the 
committee  cut  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,000,- 
000.  It  is  all  important — 

They  are  quoting  the  committee’s  re¬ 
port — 

It  is  all  important,  the  committee  observes, 
to  turn  our  venture  back  to  the  States  as 
soon  as  possible. 


That  is  the  principal  argument  made 
in  favor  of  cutting  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  reason  for  the  Federal  subsidy  is,  of 
course,  that  some  States  cannot  afford  the 
cost.  This  particular  economy  may  deprive 
many  children  of  a  hot  lunch  they  really 
need. 

The  committee  proposes  to  liquidate 
the  provision  Farmers’  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration — that  is  the  plan  to  provide  in 
the  country  for  the  farmer  what  we  have 
already  accomplished  in  the  city  with  the 
Federal  Housing  Administration  and  the 
HOLC.  The  success  of  the  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  program  has  been  phe¬ 
nomenal.  You  recall  that  one  reason  for 
the  adoption  of  this  program  was  the 
appalling  increase  in  farm  tenancy.  In 
the  last  report  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  May  1947  they  show  that 
in  the  South  we  had  one-fifth  fewer 
tenants  in  1946  than  we  had  in  1940  and 
we  have  the  lowest  farm  tenancy  in  the 
history  of  the  Nation. 

According  to  the  further  report  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  owner-operated  farms  has  gone 
up  10  percent  in  16  Southern  States. 
Yet,  this  program  is  one  of  those  that  is 
hardest  hit  by  this  bill.  Instead  of  pro¬ 
viding  $35,000  as  the  budget  asked  or 
$50,000,  as  we  have  today,  or  $25,000  as 
was  originally  provided  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  they  in  effect  eliminate  it. 

The  denial  falls  with  greatest  force 
upon  the  veterans  and  the  smali  tenants. 
They  say  the  veterans  and  tenants  must 
be  protected  against  themselves;  that 
they  are  in  danger  of  going  out  and  pay¬ 
ing  too  much  for  a  farm.  May  I  call 
attention  to  one  thing  that  should  be 
emphasized  in  connection  with  the 
Farmers’  Home  Administration.  A  farm 
can  be  provided  for  an  applicant  only 
upon  the  concurrence  of  all  committee 
men;  they  must  make  their  estimate  not 
upon  present  farm  prices  or  current  farm 
income,  but  they  are  required — and  the 
requirement  is  rigidly  adhered  to — to 
make  their  estimates  only  on  the  long¬ 
time  earning  capacity  of  the  farm  and 
on  the  long-time  average  of  prices.  But 
the  committee  is  denying  these  men  the 
right  to  own  their  own  farms,  to  have  a 
loan  with  which  to  develop  the  farm  they 
already  own. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  If  we 
should  pass  the  Cunningham  bill  that 
provides  for  something  similar  to  the 
Bankhead-Jones  law  for  veterans,  that 
would  take  care  of  that  situation  as  far 
as  the  veteran  is  concerned,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Of  course,  that  is  a 
contingency.  The  bill  has  not  been 
passed  and  may  not  be  passed.  Here  we 
have  a  law  on  the  statute  books  under 
which  we  know  we  can  provide  for  the 
ex-serviceman.  Here  is  something  we 
have  in  our  hand. 

A  bird  in  the  hand — is  the  noblest  work 
of  God. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 


6059 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  Cunningham  bill 
would  not  do  anything  more  than  we 
have  got.  We  have  already  got  basic 
legislation.  That  would  have  to  go  back 
to  the  same  Appropriations  Committee 
to  implement  it  with  money,  and  if  they 
will  not  implement  existing  legislation, 
why,  by  changing  the  name,  would  we 
expect  them  to  furnish  the  money? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Of  course.  We  should 
take  advantage  of  such  facilities  as  we 
now  have  for  providing  homes  for  vet¬ 
erans  and  tenants.  Why  fly  to  ills  we 
know  not  of? 

[Mr.  CANNON  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

[Mr.  DIRKSEN  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Patman]. 

[Mr.  PATMAN  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Poage]. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
afraid  that  the  facilities  of  the  House  are 
hardly  adequate  to  properly  display  these 
charts,  but  I  trust  you  will  bear  with  me, 
as  I  want  to  call  them  to  the  attention  of 
the  committee.  Since  I  could  not  hang 
them  here,  I  do  not  have  them  arranged 
in  the  order  in  which  I  wanted  to  com¬ 
ment  on  them,  but  we  can  at  least  begin 
with  this  one,  which  I  consider  very 
alarming. 

This  chart  was  just  prepared  this  af¬ 
ternoon  to  show  the  trend  of  food  pro¬ 
duction  and  of  food  consumption  per 
capita  of  the  United  States.  Food  pro¬ 
duction ’is  this  broken  line  here.  The 
food  production  per  capita  of  the  United 
States  is  up  to  125  percent  of  what  it  was 
in  1925.  'The  food  consumption  per  cap¬ 
ita  is  up  to  about  116  percent.  Food  pro¬ 
duction  went  up  because  our  Nation 
asked  our  farmers  to  increase  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  food.  The  farmers  responded. 
They  increased  the  production  of  food. 
We  now  have  an  agricultural  plant  capa¬ 
ble  of  and  actually  producing  125  per¬ 
cent  of  its  normal  production.  We  have 
not  increased  food  consumption  in  the 
United  States  at  the  same  rate.  What 
does  that  mean?  What  does  that  mean 
to  you?  To  me  it  means  simply  that  now 
that  we  have  passed  the  period  when  we 
closed  this  gap  with  sales  to  the  military 
and  to  UNRRA  there  is  a  10-percent 
margin  between  consumption  and  pro¬ 
duction.  That  means  surpluses.  To  me 
that  word  “surplus”  in  agriculture  means 
danger.  It  means  losses  to  the  farmer, 
and  it  means  low  prices.  It  means  agri¬ 
cultural  disaster. 

If  there  ever  was  a  time  when  we  need 
to  take  care  of  our  farm  problems  and 
when  we  need  to  beware  of  what  is  about 
to  befall  agriculture  in  this  Nation,  it 
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seems  to  me  that  this  chart  which  shows 
the  ratio  of  agricultural  production  to 
American  consumption  should  make  it 
plain  that  that  time  is  coming  in  the 
next  few  months,  or  at  least  in  the  next 
few  years.  Of  course,  as  long  as  we  con¬ 
tinue  to  export  400,000,000  bushels  of 
grain  to  Europe,  we  may  postpone  the 
evil  day.  But  the  agricultural  plant  has 
been  increased  in  response  to  the  needs 
of  our  Government,  and  only  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  can  make  the  provisions  to 
close  that  gap  which  now  exists  between 
production  and  consumption.  Unless  it 
is  closed,  there  can  be  nothing  but  dis¬ 
aster  in  agricultural  prices. 

Now,  what  does  this  bill  do  for  agri¬ 
culture  prices?  For  one  thing,  it  reaches 
in  and  grabs  out  the  support  under  sur¬ 
pluses.  Section  32,  the  crutch  on  which 
agriculture  has  leaned  for  all  these  years, 
is  rudely  jerked  out  from  under  us,  and 
we  are  told  that  just  at  the  period  when 
agriculture  is  facing  the  greatest  sur¬ 
plus  which  it  has  pj'obably  ever  faced, 
we  are  going  to  be  without  that  support. 

My  friends,  I  wonder  why  we  have  a 
bill  of  this  kind?  I  am  not  here  to  make 
any  partisan  charges.  I  am  not  here 
to  lay  the  blame  on  any  individual,  but 
I  wonder  why  we  have  this  kind  of  think¬ 
ing  that  brings  in  a  bill  of  this  kind; 
why  we  have  a  philosophy  of  government 
today  that  leads  our  Government  to  en¬ 
courage  the  farmer  to  increase  produc¬ 
tion  and  then  pulls  the  props  out  from 
under  him?  I  wonder  if  it  k  not  due  to 
the  fact  that  there  has  been  so  much 
propaganda  over  this  country  to  the  ef¬ 
fect  that  the  farmer  is  robbing  the  Amer¬ 
ican  public:  to  the  effect  that  the  farmer 
is  getting  prices  that  are  all  out  of  line 
with  what  anybody  else  gets. 

Let  me  show  you  a  few  more  charts. 
Let  us  look  at  this  chart.  I  think  this 
is  one  of  the  most  illuminating  charts. 
It  is  just  two  little  lines.  It  does  not 
look  like  very  much,  but  this  shows  the 
per  capita  food  cost  and  the  percentage 
of  income  in  the  United  States  from 
1913  to  1946.  Back  in  1920,  the  actual 
food  expenditures  of  the  American  people 
were  about  33  percent  of  their  income. 
They  run  now  to  about  23  percent  of 
the  national  income.  But  they  would 
not  be  that  high  if  you  follow  the  line  of 
the  cost  of  a  given  quantity  of  food,  rep¬ 
resenting  the  average  annual  amount 
consumed.  If  the  consumption  had  re¬ 
mained  the  same,  you  would  find  that 
the  food  that  in  1920  took  some  33  per¬ 
cent  of  the  American  national  income 
can  now  be  bought  for  some  17  percent 
of  the  national  income.  The  American 
people  are  actually  eating  more,  but  even 
so  they  are  doing  it  on  a  smaller  part  of 
their  income. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  POAGE.  What  we  are  actually  eat¬ 
ing  in  the  United  States  today  is  only 
costing  us  19  percent  of  our  national  in¬ 
come,  or  less  than  two-thirds  as  much  of 
the  national  income  as  we  formerly  spent 
for  food.  How  can  anybody  claim  that 
the  farmer  is  robbing  the  public  when  the 
farmer  is  letting  the  man  in  the  mill 
and  the  facory  buy  his  food  for  two  hours’ 
work  where  he  formerly  had  to  spend 


3  hours’  work  That  is  what  it  amounts 
to. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  by  his 
charts  is  evidently  trying  to  establish  the 
fact  that  at  the  moment  agriculture 
seems  to  be  in  a  rather  favorable  posi¬ 
tion.  If  that  is  true,  does  he  think  that 
the  payments  that  were  made  to  agri¬ 
culture,  Initiated  back  in  the  depression 
time,  should  now  be  continued  at  about 
those  levels,  or  would  he  not  believe  that 
possibly  some  of  that  money  might  be 
saved  for  a  rainy  day? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Of  course,  it  is  most  un¬ 
fortunate  that  the  majority  leader  did 
not  observe  the  first  chart  that  I  showed 
here,  which  I  think  shows  as  clearly  as 
can  be  shown  that  we  are  faced  with  a 
gap  between  agricultural  production  and 
agricultural  consumption  that  must  in¬ 
evitably  lead  to  surplus,  and  an  early 
break  in  agricultural  prices,  leading  to 
agricultural  disaster. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  was  here  and  I  saw 
the  first  chart  you  exhibited.  I  noticed 
the  10  percent  that  you  pointed  out.  If 
we  were  not  shipping  so  much  food 
abroad,  I  do  not  know  whether  our  con¬ 
sumers  would  go  up  to  that  125  percent 
or  not.  There  are  many  people  who  think 
that  they  probably  would.  I  do  not  know 
what  may  ultimately  happen  to  that. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Undoubtedly,  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  wants  to  break  the  price  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products  down  to  a  low  enough 
level,  he  can  sell  the  consumption  of  the 
American  farms  at  a  bankrupt  price.  If 
that  is  what  the  gentleman  proposes, 
then,  of  course,  in  spite  of  my  statement 
that  I  did  not  intend  to  inject  any  per¬ 
sonalities  or  any  partisanship  in  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  I  must  suggest  that  the  leader¬ 
ship  of  the  Republican  Party  has  cer¬ 
tainly  deserted  every  claim  to  farm  sup¬ 
port,  if  that  is  what  the  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses.  Certainly  the  farmers  of  America 
are  entitled  to  a  living  wage.  That  living 
wage  has  been  fixed  by  this  Government 
as  parity.  We  are  guaranteeing  to  the 
farmers  only  90  percent  of  a  living  wage. 
How  many  of  your  laborers,  how  many  of 
your  capitalists  will  accept  90  percent  of 
a  fair  return  and  think  that  they  are  be¬ 
ing  fairly  treated?  How  can  it  be  said 
that  the  farmer  who  is  assured  only  90 
percent  of  parity  is  robbing  anybody  else? 
We  are  now  told  that  the  farmer  who  is 
getting  90  percent  of  a  living  wage  as  de¬ 
fined  by  law  is  destroying  the  economy  of 
everybody  else.  Let  us  see  just  how  the 
farmer  compares  with  other  groups. 

It  is  true  that  realized  net  income  of 
farm  operators  has  increased  substan¬ 
tially  as  a  result  of  increases  in  both  agri¬ 
cultural  prices  and  in  production.  In 
spite  of  this  fact,  the  preliminary  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco¬ 
nomics  show  an  average  realized  net  in¬ 
come  per  farm  operator  in  1946  of  $2,565 
per  year,  or  about  $49  per  v;eek  per  fam¬ 
ily.  This  is  the  farm  family’s  total  return 
from  farming,  and  includes  the  value  of 
the  home-produced  food,  as  well  as  the 
rental  value  of  the  farm  home.  It  in¬ 


cludes  the  total  return  on  the  family’s  in¬ 
vestment,  the  farmer’s  management,  and 
his  own -labor  and  whatever  labor  other 
members  of  the  family  contribute  to  farm 
production.  ’The  average  family  had  an 
equity  of  about  $11,700  in  farm  real  es¬ 
tate,  machinery,  motor  vehicles,  livestock, 
and  crops  on  hand  as  of  January  1,  1946. 
Interest  on  this  equity  at  5  percent  would 
amount  to  $585  per  year.  Deducting  this 
interest  on  the  investment  from  the  real¬ 
ized  net  income  would  leave  but  $1,980,  or 
about  $38  per  week,  as  the  income  of  the 
farmer  and  his  family  for  labor  and 
management.  This  compares  with  an 
average  weekly  wage  of  $47.47  per  wage 
earner,  for  factory  workers.  When  it  is 
remembered  that  in  a  very  large  per¬ 
centage  of  the  cases  there  are  at  least 
two  wage  earners  in  the  farm  family,  it 
will  immediately  become  apparent  how 
poorly  farm  income  compares  with  the 
income  of  industrial  workers,  even  at 
present  prices. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman,  I  believe,  is  overexercised  about 
section  32  funds.  After  all,  Congress  in 
the  deficiency  bill  just  last  week  re¬ 
stored  entirely  the  lending  power  of  $4,- 
750,000,000  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  and  that  is  one  way  we  are 
taking  care  of  the  90-percent-parity 
funds. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Possibly  the  gentleman 
is  overexercised,  but  I  am  one  of  those 
who  saw  the  disaster  which  surplus  farm 
production  brought  to  this  land.  I  have 
seen  the  terrible  effect  of  these  surpluses 
and  I,  for  one,  have  not  forgotten  the 
lesson.  I,  for  one,  do  not  propose  to  take 
steps  that  are  going  to  lead  us  into  an¬ 
other  catastrophe  of  that  kind;  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  wants  to.  I  am  convinced  by 
all  the  figures  and  by  all  the  facts,  that 
we  are  on  the  road  to  that  kind  of  catas¬ 
trophe;  if  we  do  not  provide  machinery 
now,  to  cope  with  the  problem,  but  the 
gentleman  offers  no  solution ;  the  major¬ 
ity  leader  offers  no  solution  except  to 
take  it  out  of  the  farmers’  hide,  reduce 
farm  prices  to  such  extent  that  you  can 
sell  your  products  for  practically  noth¬ 
ing.  Get  prices  down,  says  the  majority 
leader,  and  then  maybe  our  farm  prod¬ 
ucts  W'ill  be  consumed.  Sure,  if  you  sell 
your  cotton  at  4  cents  a  pound  it  will  be 
consumed.  Certainly,  if  you  break  the 
price  of  corn  down  to  twm-bits  a  bushel 
it  will  all  be  consumed.  Certainly  if 
you  break  the  price  of  cattle  down  to  a 
nickel,  then  you  can  sell  them.  Then 
the  Republican  Party  can  say,  “We  have 
got  full  consiunption.”  But  if  you  are 
going  to  give  to  the  farmer  a  fair  price, 
even  90  percent  of  a  hving  wage,  then 
you  have  got  to  do  something  now  about 
that  gap  that  exists  or  we  all  know  what 
will  happen. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  again  em¬ 
phasize  the  fact  that  farmers,  as  a  class, 
are  still  giving  more  to  society  and  get¬ 
ting  less  in  return  than  any  other  group. 

I  want  to  again  emphasize  the  fact 
that  support  prices  are  not  high  prices. 
The  prices  that  we  have  tried  to  main¬ 
tain  for  farmers  are  far  lower  than  the 
prices  received  by  other  groups.  They 


1947  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  6061 


are  lower  than  the  recognized  living- 
wage  standard;  they  are  only  90  percent 
of  parity.  When  we  compare  the  gains 
made  by  farmers  on  one  hand,  and  by 
Industrial  workers  and  capital  on  the 
other  hand,  we  find  that  the  farmer  runs 
a  poor  third  comparing  wages,  prices,  and 
profits,  during  the  period  1935-39  with 
the  same  items.  In  1947,  we  find  that: 

Prices  received  by  farmers  in  April 
1947  were  up  253  percent. 

Prices  paid  by  farmers  in  April  1947 
were  up  180  percent. 

Farmers  were,  therefore,  relative  bet¬ 
ter  off  by  73  percent. 

Wages  received  by  industrial  workers 
In  March  1947  were  up  213  percent. 

Since  that  time  many  wages  have  been 
increased  15  percent. 

Prices  paid  by  industrial  workers  in 
March  1947,  228  percent. 

Workers  were,  therefore,  relatively  bet¬ 
ter  off  by  72  percent. 

Profits  made  by  corporations  in  1946 
were  up  336  percent. 

Prices  paid  for  food  by  urban  people 
in  1946  were  up  190  percent. 

Capitalists  are,  therefore,  relatively 
better  off  by  146  percent. 

When  we  take  the  comparison  back  to 
the  base  period  of  1909-14  it  is  even  more 
striking.  I  do  not  have  the  figures  on 
corporate  profits  during  this  period,  but 
I  do  have  the  figures  on  prices  received 
by  farmers  as  compared  with  prices 
farmers  paid  and  the  hourly  earnings 
received  by  industrial  workers  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  prices  they  paid.  These 
figures  show: 

Prices  received  by  farmers  in  1947  were 
up  230  percent. 

Prices  paid  by  farmers  in  March  1947 
were  up  227  percent. 

Farmers  are,  therefore,  relatively  bet¬ 
ter  off  by  53  percent. 

Compared  with  this  we  find,  using  the 
same  base  period: 

Hourly  earnings  received  by  industrial 
workers  in  March  1947  were  up  557  per¬ 
cent. 

Prices  paid  by  industrial  workers  in 
March  1947  were  up  227  percent. 

Workers  were,  therefore,  relatively  bet¬ 
ter  off  by  330  percent. 

Can  it  be  charged  that  under  these 
circumstances  farm  prices  are  unfair  or 
too  high?  Can  it  be  that  the  majority 
leader,  or  the  subcommittee  that  wrote 
this  bill,  would  seriously  contend  that 
we  should  remove  the  most  effective  sup¬ 
ports  to  farm  prices  simply  in  order  to 
give  more  fortunate  and  more  prosper¬ 
ous  segments  of  our  society  a  further 
advantage? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  POAGE.  If  the  gentleman  will  get 
me  more  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  we  had  better  proceed  to  read  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Will  the  chairman 
permit  me  to  yield  for  one  extension? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Beckworth]. 


Mr.  BECKWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
almost  everybody  knows  it  has  taken 
nearly  a  decade  of  diligent  effort  to  bring 
the  farmers  of  this  Nation  to  the  present 
state  of  prosperity  they  now  enjoy.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  many  people  know  how  seri¬ 
ous  and  far-reaching  the  results  have 
been  when  depressions  have  overtaken 
agriculture.  In  my  opinion  it  is  unwise 
to  take  any  chance  with  the  welfare  of- 
American  agriculture  which  is  so  vital 
to  so  many  people  of  this  Nation  and  the 
world  as  a  whole. 

It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  the  present 
agricultural  appropriations  bill  will  be 
appropriately  amended  to  the  end  that 
our  farm  program,  which  admittedly  has 
been  a  constructive  one,  will  not  receive 
a  set-back  which  could  be  the  forerunner 
of  chaos  in  many  of  the  aspects  of  agri¬ 
culture. 

Agriculture  in  its  many  phases  has 
been  benefited  greatly  by  the  rural  elec¬ 
trification  program.  Highly  pleased  are 
the  farmers  who  have  received  the  ad¬ 
vantages  and  benefits  of  this  program. 
There  are  many  other  farmers  in  our 
area  and  throughout  the  Nation  who  de¬ 
sire  the  benefits  of  REA.  It  is  my  hope 
that  this  segment  of  our  agricultural 
program  will  not  be  injured  or  unneces¬ 
sarily  delayed  by  the  action  of  this  Con¬ 
gress.  Necessary  funds  to  properly  ex¬ 
pand  the  REA  program  so  that  it  will 
reach  as  many  farmers  as  possible,  of 
course  on  a  sound  basis,  should  be  car¬ 
ried  in  this  appropriation  bill. 

(Mr.  BECKWORTH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReesI. 

Mr.  REES.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  has 
been  much  discussion  with  respect  to  the 
rule  under  which  this  appropriation  bill 
comes  to  the  floor  for  consideration.  I 
think  it  should  be  made  clear,  in  defer¬ 
ence  to  the  committee  in  charge  of  this 
measure,  that  the  rule  does  not  put  this 
House  in  a  so-called  strait- jacket.  I 
have  on  many  occasions  opposed  such 
rules  that  have  been  brought  to  this  floor 
in  the  past.  Such  rules  did  not  permit 
offering  amendments  of  any  kind.  This 
bill  is  subject,  as  in  the  case  of  other  bills, 
to  amendment  and  debate.  Any  Member 
will  have  a  chance,  if  he  chooses  to  do  so, 
to  offer  amendments  from  the  floor  to 
strike  portions  therefrom.  Or  he  may 
offer  amendments  to  add  to  this  legisla¬ 
tion  if  he  feels  he  can  get  support  for 
such  amendments.  I  mention  this,  Mr. 
Chairman,  only  to  further  clarify  a  situa¬ 
tion  that  seems  to  have  become  some¬ 
what  beclouded. 

(Mr.  REES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  following  sums 
are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1948,  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  1  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Robertson] 


may  extend  his  remarks  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
appreciate  the  necessity  of  balancing  the 
Nation’s  budget,  and  the  elimination  of 
unnecessary  functions,  duplication  of 
service,  and  excessive  personnel  in  all 
the  administrative  phases  of  our  Na¬ 
tional  Government.  I  am  confcerned, 
and  gravely  so,  when  I  read  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  appropriations  bill,  making  extreme 
reductions  in  farm  appropriations.  We 
should  move  with  great  caution  when  we 
attempt  to  cut  expenses  which  directly 
affect  the  farmers  of  the  country. 

The  farmers  of  the  Nation  will  express 
indignation  over  the  tremendous  slash  in 
the  $300,000,000  for  the  AAA  conserva¬ 
tion  program  specifically  approved  by 
Congress  last  year.  It  can  be  argued 
with  good  conscience  that  this  is  break¬ 
ing  the  faith  with  millions  of  farmers. 
There  is  grave  concern  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  reduction  of  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  to  $15,000,000  will  permit  the 
State  and  county  PMA  offices  to  carry 
out  their  program  successfully,  and  as 
well  to  handle  commodity  loans  and 
other  price-support  functions  vital  to 
millions  of  farmers. 

On  the  question  of  rural  electrification 
I  yield  to  the  committee  the  right,  with¬ 
out  question,  to  cut  administrative  costs 
$1,600,000.  I  cannot  with  complete  un¬ 
derstanding  see  why  the  loan  program, 
which  is  a  self -liquidating  program, 
should  have  been  cut  $25,000,000.  This 
item  should  be  reinstated  on  the  floor 
without  question. 

Although  there  is  a  great  demand  for 
farm  products  today,  and  the  problem  of 
surpluses,  generally  speaking,  is  negligi¬ 
ble,  still  in  a  nation  with  as  gigantic  a 
productive  capacity  as  we  have  in  the 
United  States  we  can  anticipate  sur¬ 
pluses  in  the  future.  Now  is  the  time  for 
investigation  and  research  in  this  field. 
Because  of  this,  principally,  I  am 
alarmed  over  the  complete  elimination  of 
section  32  funds  for  surplus  disposal  and 
the  small  appropriation  allowed  to  carry 
out  the  program  of  the  Hope-Flannagan 
Act,  which  was  passed  almost  unani¬ 
mously  by  Congress  last  year. 

In  our  aspirations  to  find  the  real  road 
to  economy,  we  must  not  be  led  astray, 
especially  when  we  deprive  the  farmers 
themselves  of  the  benefits  to  which  they 
are  rightfully  entitled. 

I  do  not  wish  to  convejl  the  impression 
that  I  am  just  knocking  everything  ac¬ 
complished  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
Agricultural  Appropriations.  I  feel  that 
they  very  judiciously  handled  a  great 
many  phases  of  what  was  necessarily  a 
complicated  and  detailed  appropriation 
bill.  I  feel  that  the  subcommittee  is  to 
be  complimented  for  their  treatment  of 
many  of  these  phases,  and  I  think  espe¬ 
cially  of  the  Extension  Service,  which 
has  proved  so  important  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  agriculture  throughout  the  sev¬ 
eral  States.  Although  a  cut  was  made  in 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  I  am 
pleased  that  the  cut  was  not  so  severe  as 
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to  seriously  cripple  this  organization, 
which  offers  technical  advice  to  farmers 
of  the  Nation. 

I  regret  that  I  am  forced  to  disagree 
with  the  subcommittee,  but  feel  I  must, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Nation’s  farmers. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Herter,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for 
other  purposes,  had  come  to  no  resolu¬ 
tion  thereon. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  those  who  have 
spoken  on  this  side  today  may  be  allowed 
to  revise  and  extend  their  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POULSON  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Phillips  of  California)  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  an 
editorial  from  the  Washington  Sunday 
Star. 

Mr.  NIXON  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Phillips  of  California)  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  an 
article  from  the  quarterly  magazine  Law 
and  Contemporary  Problems. 

Mr.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  an 
excerpt. 

Mr.  CANFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
in  two  instances,  in  one  to  include  a 
newspaper  editorial  and  in  the  other  a/' 
magazine  article.  / 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  giv^n 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  in  two  instances 
and  include  certain  statements  and 
excerpts. 

CORRECTION  OP  RECORD 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Speyer,  at  page 
5891  of  the  RecoIid  of  May  23,  in  the  first 
column  on  that  page,  in  a  colloquy  be¬ 
tween  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
and  myself  I  am  quoted  as  saying: 

If  the  comparable  prices  which  can  be 
justified  and  which  the  President  of  the 
United  States  says  are  proper  in  lieu  of 
parity  prices  wei-e  in  effect,  the  prices  would 
be  about  3  cents  above  1946  in  90  percent  of 
the  cases. 

That  is  not  a  correct  transcription  of 
what  I  ,^id.  What  I  actually  said  was : 

If  tjie  comparable  prices  which  can  be 
justi^ed  and  which  the  President  of  the 
United  States  says  are  proper  in  lieu  of 
I^ity  prices  were  in  effect,  the  prices  would 
jre  above  3  cents  above  the  1946  prices  even 


though  only  90  percent  of  comparable  prices 
Were  paid. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  per- 
Jnanent  Record  may  be  corrected. 

The  SPEAEIER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

■  There  was  no  objection. 

HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

.  Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
bdjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
lO  o’clock  tomorrow  morning, 
i  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana? 

1  Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  with  the  House  meet¬ 
ing  at  10  o’clock  tomorrow,  will  we  pro- 
fceed  immediately  to  the  consideration 
bf  the  pending  appropriation  bill? 
i  Mr.  HALLECK.  Yes. 

1  Mr.  CANNON.  Or  will  there  be  pre¬ 
liminary  business? 

I  Mr.  HALLECK.  My  understanding  is 
we  will  proceed  Immediately  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  pending  bill. 

-■^he  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

Thehe  was  no  objection. 

LIMITING  APPLICATION  OP  PROVISIONS 

OF  FEDERAL  LAW  TO  COUfJSEL  EM¬ 
PLOYED  U^ER  SENATE  RESOLUTION 

46  \ 

Mr.  HALLE^.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  cons^t  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  Sehate  Joint  Resolution 
107,  and  its  immedj^Jte  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read, the  title  of  the  Senate 
joint  resolution,/ 

The  SPEAI^JIR.  Is  thrte  objection  to 
the  request  0I  the  gentlenHyi  from  In¬ 
diana?  X 

There  being  no  objection,  \he  Clerk 
read  tl^Senate  joint  resolutionvas  fol¬ 
lows  ;  y' 

Ryklved,  etc.,  That  nothing  in  s^ion 
109^r  section  113  of  the  Criminal  c^e 

S.  C.,  1940  ed.,  title  18,  secs.  198  a!r 
^3),  or  in  section  361,  section  365,  or  sec^ 

■  tion  366  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U  S.  C.,  ’ 
1940  ed.,  title  6,  secs.  306,  314,  and  315), 
or  in  any  other  provision  of  Federal  law 
imposing  restrictions,  requirements,  or  pen¬ 
alties  in  relation  to  the  employment  of 
persons,  the  performance  of  services,  or  the 
payment  or  receipt  of  compensation  in  con¬ 
nection  with  any  claim,  proceeding,  or  mat¬ 
ter  involving  the  United  States,  shall  apply 
with  respect  to  counsel  to  the  special  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Senate  serving  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Senate  Resolution  46,  Eightieth 
Congress,  first  session,  adopted  January  22, 
1947:  Provided,  however.  That  nothing  con¬ 
tained  herein  shall  be  deemed  to  limit,  cur¬ 
tail,  or  augment  any  existing  authority  in 
such  committee  or  its  counsel  to  initiate, 
prosecute,  maintain,  defend,  or  otherwise 
dispose  of  any  claim,  action,  proceeding,  or 
matter,  civil  or  criminal,  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Senate  joint  resolution  was  or¬ 
dered  to  be  read  a  tliird  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

REQUEST  TO  WITHDRAW  PAPERS 

Mr.  ALBERT  requested,  pursuant  to 
rule  XXXVIII,  leave  to  withdraw  from 


the  files  of  the  House  papers  in  the  cas^ 
of  H.  R.  6146,  a  private  relief  bill  for  Mpt. 
Thelma  Crosslin,  Seventy-ninth  Cim- 
gress,  no  adverse  report  having  been^led 
thereon.  ,/ 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 


/ 


By  unanimous  consent,  Iqifve  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  as  follo^^: 

To  Mr.  O’Hara,  from  Ii^y  28  to  May 
31,  on  account  of  official' husiness. 

To  Mr,  Weichel  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McGregor)  ,  for  Monday,  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  and  Thursday,  May  26,  27, 
28.  and  29,  on  account  of  attending  Con¬ 
gressman  Bradley’s  funeral. 

To  Messrs.  Kunkel,  Gillie,  Shafer, 
Grant  of  Indiana,  Jonkman,  and  Din- 
GELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Halleck)  ,  to 
attend  funeral  of  Congressman  Bradley. 

To  Mr.  Auchincloss  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Canfield)  ,  for  3  days,  on  account  of 
official  business. 

To  Mr.  Riley  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Richards)  ,  for  an  indefinite  period,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Nixon  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Poulson)  ,  for  4  days,  on  account  of  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker; 

H.  R.  3029.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  a  sitb  and  for  preparation  of 
plans  and  specifications  for  a  courthouse  to 
accommodate  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

BILL  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  May  26,  1947, 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  ap¬ 
proval,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  title: 

H.  R.  2094.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isaac 
B.  Jones. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ir.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
thaWhe  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Th^iotion  was  agreed  to;  according¬ 
ly  (at  \  o’clock  and  52  minutes  p.  m.), 
under  it^revious  order,  the  House  ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
May  28,  194T>^t  10  o’clock  a.^m. 

EXECUTIVE  C^MUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  ^rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  we\e  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  rWerred  as  follows: 

713.  A  -  letter  from  th^Actlng  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  transmitting  \Rraft  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  H.  R.  ^92,  section  5, 
transfer  of  war  housing  to\the  War  or 
Navy  Department;  to  the  Conjmittee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

714.  A  letter  from  the  Secretaryxof  War, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  ^lend- 
ment  to  H.  R.  3492,  section  5,  transfer  if  war 
housing  to  the  War  or  Navy  Departnwpt; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency. 
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Ige  of  the  committee’s  problems 
p^red  limitless.  His  entire  life  de 
vow|d  to  the  United  States  merclnpint  ma- 
rine^^md.his  great  desire  was  too  see  our 
merchant  marine  second  t^ione.  In 
spite  of^e  long  hours  spen^n  the  com¬ 
mittee  v/cfe,  he  was  alw^fys  willing  to 
speak  on  merchant-ma^e  subjects  at 
any  functiom\  He  siy^rted  his  views 
courageously  an^  witlTtrue  sincerity,  and 
all  shipping  men'm^ftn  whom  he  came  in 
contact  held  hiniJBi^he  highest  esteem. 

His  entire  co^m^ee  was  devoted  to 
him  and  wa^^mpreSed  with  his  fair¬ 
ness.  He  w^  more  th^  a  chairman  of 
a  commitl^;  he.  was  re^ly  a  friend  of 
each  mejpber.  He  was  reaBy  to  listen  to 
sugges^ns  and  often  enc^raged  the 
memj^rs  to  follow  through  \ith  their 
sugi^estions. 

^ords  are  inadequate  to  expires  my 
^elings  on  the  passing  of  this  real  fHend, 
^and  I  shall  ever  cherish  the  memory.^of 
my  happy  associations  with  him. 


The  Disposition  of  Surplus  Potatoes 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  W.  R.  POAGE 

OF  TEXAS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  strange 
coincidence  just  at  the  time  the  Con¬ 
gress  began  the  consideration  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  appropriations  bill  there  appeared 
a  series  of  articles  and  pictures  all  over 
the  country  condemning  the  potato-dis¬ 
posal  program.  This  publicity  was  so 
presented  as  to  give  the  very  definite 
Impression  that  farmers  were  charging 
coiLsumers  unfair  prices  and  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  was  conniv¬ 
ing  with  farmers  to  keep  needed  food 
away  from  hungry  people.  These  im¬ 
plications  simply  are  not  true.  The  facts 
are  that  the  American  people  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  1947  spend  only  19  percent 
of  their  income  for  food,  whereas  20 
years  ago  they  spent  50  percent  more 
of  their  income  for  the  same  food.  The 
facts  are  that  these  potatoes  are  avail¬ 
able  to  any  charity  or  relief  organiza¬ 
tion — absolutely  free. 

The  facts  are-  that  American  farmers 
are  supplying  more  food  for  American 
urban  dwellers,  in  return  for  less  hours 
of  work  on  the  part  of  the  urban  citi¬ 
zens  than  was  evei^  done  in  any  country 
in  all  the  history  of  the  world. 

Had  it  not  been  for  the  circumstance 
of  timing  and  the  continued  repetition 
of  these  articles,  I  would  have  dismissed 
them  as  a  part  of  the  continuing  pro¬ 
gram  of  abuse  of  farmers,  but  coming  at 
the  time  they  do  I  cannot  but  feel  that 
they  are  intended  to  influence  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  House  on  the  pending  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  I  have,  therefore, 
sought  to  secure  the  facts  about  the  po¬ 
tato  program.  I  submit  them  for  the 
record  that  all  may  know.  I  do  not  con¬ 
tend  that  the  program  is  ideal.  On  the 
contrary,  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to  de¬ 
velop  a  better  program  but,  until  we  do, 
I  think  it  is  but  fair  that  we  know  all 


the  facts  before  we  criticize  the  present 
program. 

I  have  today  been  advised  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  that  any  citizen 
of  the  United  States  can  buy  potatoes 
similar  to  the  ones  that  were  destroyed 
in  Alabama  for  the  total  price  of  $5  per 
carload  f.  o.  b,  if  he  will  but  give  ade¬ 
quate  assurance  that  the  potatoes  will 
be  used  for  production  of  starch  or  al¬ 
cohol. 

If  he  will  agree  to  export  the  potatoes 
he  can  have  them  at  4  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight.  If  he  wants  to  use  them  for 
relief  or  for  charitable  purposes  there 
will  be  absolutely  no  charge.  The  trouble 
is  that  the  potatoes  are  actually  not 
worth  shipping  either  to  the  starving 
people  of  Europe  or  to  the  processing 
plants  of  the  United  States.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  tried  to  sell 
or  give  away  these  potatoes  without  suc¬ 
cess.  To  keep  them  longer  but  adds  to 
the  storage  costs.  To  try  to  ship  them 
to  Europe  now  that  the  warm  weather 
has  set  in  will  require  refrigeration,  and 
the  cost  per  miit  of  food  will  be  greater 
with  free  potatoes  than  it  will  with  wheat 
at  $3  per  bushel. 

I  here  and  now  offer  these  potatoes 
at  the  afore-mentioned  price  to  all  who 
are  disposed  to  charge  that  they  are  be¬ 
ing  wasted. 

Under  what  is  known  as  the  Steagall 
amendment,  farmers  are  promised  price 
support  on  many  important  agricultural 
commodities  at  not  less  than  90  percent 
of  parity  for  two  full  calendar  years 
after  the  formal  declaration  of  the  end 
of  hostilities.  Potatoes  are  one  of  the 
Steagall  commodities. 

Following  1945,  when  there  was  con¬ 
siderable  difficulty  in  disposing  of  the 
third  largest  potato  crop  on  record,  the 
Department  in  1946  ran  into  full-scale 
problems  in  handling  an  even  larger 
crop,  despite  efforts  to  keep  the  crop 
within  the  bounds  of  effective  demand. 
Disposal  efforts^after  all  measures  had 
been  taken  to  handle  the  crop  in  regular 
distribution  channels — included  distribu¬ 
tion  through  the  school-lunch  program, 
special  export  programs,  diversion  to 
livestock  feed  and  industrial  use.  Even 
though  every  conceivable  step  was  taken 
by  the  Department  to  find  use  for  the 
surplus  potatoes,  the  result  of  overpro¬ 
duction  was  waste  of  a  portion  of  the 
crop  and  consequent  cost  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Following  is  a  summary  of  the 
various  steps  taken  to  handle  the  1946 
crop. 

Despite  lowered  production  goals  for 
1946,  a  combination  of  many  factors- — 
the  use  of  better  seed,  the  employment 
of  new  and  improved  insecticides,  and 
ideal  growing  conditions  throughout  the 
Nation — produced  a  record  potato  crop 
of  nearly  475,000,000  bushels.  This  was 
estimated  to  be  from  neai-ly  ninety  to 
one  hundred  million  bushels  in  excess 
of  the  378,000,000-bushel  production  goal 
and  50,000,000  bushels  above  the  large 
1945  output  of  425,000,000  bushels. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  recog¬ 
nized  early  in  the  year  that  a  bumper 
crop  would  be  harvested  and  made  im¬ 
mediate  preparations  to  assist  all 
branches  of  the  distributive  food  trades 
in  moving  these  potatoes  through  normal 
channels  of  distribution  into  human  con- 


.  sumption.  From  the  outset  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  in  1946,  the  Department  cooperated 
fully  with  the  food  Industry  in  moving 
potatoes.  This  industry-Government 
cooperation  is  estimated  to  have  resulted 
In  a  substantial  Increase  in  consumption 
of  potatoes  during  at  least  part  of  the 
year. 

But  as  the  potato  harvest  progressed 
northward  from  the  early  producing 
Southern  States,  it  became  impossible 
for  normal  food-distribution  channels  to 
handle  the  enormous  potato  supplies. 
The  Department  followed  an  aggressive 
and  continuing  program  of  moving  po¬ 
tatoes  into  its  school-lunch  program  and 
to  charitable  institutions.  To  these  out¬ 
lets  potatoes  were  furnished  free,  as  in 
past  years.  During  the  last  year,  nearly 
3,000,000  bushels  of  potatoes  were  so 
utilized. 

Every  effort  was  made  to  get  these 
potatoes  to  hungry  people  abroad.  They 
were  offered  at  nearly  token  prices — 
as  low  as -4  cents  per  100  pounds — for  re¬ 
lief  feeding  abroad.  In  addition,  a  sub¬ 
sidy  program  was  set  up  under  which 
private  exporters  were  able  to  send  po¬ 
tatoes  to  South  America  and  the  Philip¬ 
pines,  as  well  as  other  countries.  By 
May  of  1947  about  10,500,000  bushels — 
which  was  more  than  10  percent  of  the 
total  surplus — had  been  exported  to 
points  as  widely  separated  as  Italy  and 
Korea,  Germany,  and  China. 

When  outlets  to  human  consumption 
became  clogged,  the  Department  pressed 
a  program  of  diverting  surplus  potatoes 
to  livestock  feed,  so  that  the  potatoes 
would  eventually  take  their  place  in  the 
form  of  meat  and  milk  in  the  human 
diet.  Potatoes  for  use  as  livestock  feed, 
for  feeding  dairy  cattle,  and  for  fatten¬ 
ing  beef  cattle  and  hogs  were  made  avail¬ 
able  at  prices  that  ranged  from  20  cents 
per  hundredweight  f.  o.  b.  at  country 
shipping  points  to  a  penny  a  hundred¬ 
weight.  Through  this  program  the  De¬ 
partment  moved  approximately  11,000,- 
000  bushels  of  potatoes. 

The  Department,  in  its  efforts  to  find 
a  practical  utilization  for  the  potatoes, 
also  made  another  estimated  10,500,000 
bushels  available  to  starch  mills  manu¬ 
facturing  starch  for  use  both  in  the 
United  States  and  abroad. 

The  greatest  diversion  of  potatoes  that 
otherwise  would  have  been  completely 
wasted  was  to  the  distillers  of  beverage 
and  industrial  alcohol.  Into  these  out¬ 
lets  the  Department  moved  around  30,- 
000,000  bushels  of  potatoes. 

Thus,  by  exploiting  diversion  outlets 
to  the  fullest  possible  extent,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  was  able  to  find  effective  use  for 
nearly  65,000,000  bushels  of  the  approxi¬ 
mately  ninety-to-one-hundred-million- 
bushel  surplus. 

The  Department  believes,  according  to 
preliminary  figures,  that  in  the  course 
of  handling  this  all-time  record  crop 
of  potatoes  there  was  a  resulting  waste 
of  something  like  22,000,000  bushels. 
Roughly,  this  is  about  what  Department 
officials  had  estimated  earlier  as  a  prob¬ 
able  figure  on  waste  and  shrinkage.  In 
view  of  the  size  of  the  crop,  it  was  be¬ 
lieved  that  no  practical  use  could  be- 
found  for  some  20  percent  of  the  surplus 
potatoes.  Every  effort  was  made,  how¬ 
ever,  to  keep  this  waste  and  shrinkage  to 
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a  minimum  and  to  confine  it  to  low-grade 
and  inferior-quality  potatoes,  whicfi  cus¬ 
tomarily  would  encounter  difficulties  In. 
finding  a  market. 

The  over-all  cost  to  the  Government 
under  the  mandatory  support  program 
has  been  estimated  at  $100,000,000.  Of 
this  amount  the  Department  will  recover 
about  $20,000,000,  leaving  a  net  cost  to 
the  Government  of  approximately  $80,- 
000,000. 

Recognizing  that  a  combination  of  bet¬ 
ter  cultural  practices  and  a  pronounced 
shift  of  potato  acreage  from  low-  to 
high-producing  areas  promised  con¬ 
tinued  high  yields  per  acre,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  tightened  its  potato  program  for 
1947. 

The  program  called  for  a  reduction  in 
national  acreage  from  2,669,800  to  2,- 
517,000  acres  and  set  up  acreage  quotas 
within  which  potato  growers  must  re¬ 
main  in  order  to  be  eligibie  for  price 
support.  This  was  done  after  a  study  of 
data  that  revealed  yields  per  acre  has 
been  increasing  at  a  more  rapid  rate  than 
had  been  earlier  estimated — at  a  time 
when  potato  acreage  has  been  declining 
nationally.  The  1947  goal  in  produc¬ 
tion  is  375,000,000  bushels. 

Another  significant  factor  is  that  per 
capita  consumption  of  potatoes  has  been 
declining  as  national  food  habits  turned 
from  heavy  breakfasts  and  the  potato  at 
other  meals  competed  with  other  vege¬ 
tables  readily  made  available  both 
through  better  transportation  facilities 
and  the  avenue  of  processed  foods. 

The  1947  potato  price-support  pro¬ 
gram  emphasizes  further  that,  removal 
of  potatoes  from  food  channels  will  be 
limited  insofar  as  possible  to  the  lower- 
grade  and  inferior  quality  potatoes 
which  growers  have  historically  found 
difficulty  in  marketing.  This  wiil  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  government  purchase  of 
lower  grades,  and  through  marketing 
agreements  and  orders,  and  will  result 
in  the  consumer  obtaining  better  quality 
potatoes. 

As  distribution  in  commercial  chan¬ 
nels  fails  to  handle  all  marketable  po¬ 
tatoes,  the  Department  will  continue, 
under  the  1947  program,  to  make  avail¬ 
able  for  school  lunch,  for  charitable  in¬ 
stitutions  and  organizations,  all  the  po¬ 
tatoes  these  outlets  can  handle.  These 
potatoes  will  be  furnished  free. 

Export  operations  will  also  continue 
to  the  extent  that  supplies  warrant  such 
operations,  as  will  diversion  to  stock  feed 
and  manufacturing  plants. 

Farmers  generally  seem  to  be  staying 
within  their  1947  acreage  goals,  accord¬ 
ing  to  reports  up  to  this  time.  It  is 
anticipated  that  there  may  be,  however, 
some  local  surpluses  in  the  early  and  in¬ 
termediate  potato-producing  areas,  due 
to  adverse  spring  weather.  Because  of 
delaying  weather,  potato  harvests  in 
these  areas  may  tend  to  “bunch  up”  and 
overlap  this  year,  instead  of  coming  on 
in  an  orderly  area-by-area  manner. 

One  such  circumstance  has  been  en¬ 
countered  this  month  In  Alabama.- 
There  a  supply  of  about  2$, 500  bushels 
of  early  potatoes  beyond  usual  needs 
developed.  Of  this  amount,  21,000 
bushels  were  distributed  to  school  lunch 
and  institutions.  For  the  others.  No.  2 
and  B  grade  potatoes,  every  avenue  of 


possible  practical  use  was  explored.  It 
was  determined  that  tkere  were  no  de¬ 
hydration  facilities  available  and  that 
farmers  with  good  pasture  did  not  wish 
.to  experiment  with  feeding  these  pota¬ 
toes  to  their  livestock.  The  potatoes  are 
thin-skinned  and  of  such  high  water 
content  that  export  was  not  feasible. 
Freight  charges  precluded  sending  these 
potatoes  north  for- use  in  starch  plants. 
Alcohol  plants  were  not  interested  in  so 
small  an  amount  of  potatoes — their  use 
of  potatoes  is  predicated  upon  a  continu¬ 
ing  supply. 

All  avenues  of  practical  disposition 
having  been  explored  and  no  practical 
use  being  found  for  the  7,500  bushels  of 
potatoes  remaining,  there  was  no  re¬ 
course  but  to  dump  them.  This  ulti¬ 
mate,  and  seemingly  wasteful,  disposition 
of  the  smaller  portion  of  the  local  sur¬ 
plus  of  Alabama  potatoes  is  a  practice 
historically  followed  by  all  potato  pro¬ 
ducers.  When  the  producer  finds  his 
market  glutted,  he  ordinarily  brings  to 
market  his  best  potatoes  and  abandons 
the  lower  grades,  frequently  leaving 
them  in  the  ground  to  save  the  labor 
cost. 

In  other  areas,  as  in  Alabama,  every 
effort  will  be  made  to  get  1947  crop  pota¬ 
toes  into  human  consumption.  Follow¬ 
ing  that,  every  avenue  through  which 
the  potatoes  may  be  put  to  some  practi¬ 
cal  use,  for  stock  feed  or  manufactured 
products,  will  be  explored  before  a  sin¬ 
gle  bushel  of  potatoes  is  dumped.  The 
only  potatoes  that  will  be  so  disposed  of, 
if  that  is  the  only  recourse,  will  be  pota¬ 
toes  of  low  grade  and  inferior  quality 
which  would  not  ordinarily  appear  in 
food  channels. 

Of  course,  all  of  us  wish  that  it  were 
possible  to  hold  the  farmers’  price  up  to  a 
fair  level  and  at  the  same  time  to  let  the 
consumer  buy  his  potatoes  at  less  than 
cost,  but  so  far  no  one  has  been  able  to 
suggest  any  way  of  doing  this  except  for 
the  Government  to  take  all  the  loss — in 
other  words,  for  the  Government  to  sub¬ 
sidize  the  consumers.  Actually  the  con¬ 
sumer  is  today  getting  his  potatoes  for 
less  than  parity — the  support  price  is 
only  90  percent  of  what  has  been,  recog¬ 
nized  as  a  fair  price.  Surely,  it  will  not 
be  contended  that  the-  Government 
should  subsidize  the  price  to  a  lower 
level,  or  that  the  consumer  is  entitled  to 
get  his  food  at  less  than  90  percent  of  a 
fair  price.  But  that  is  what  would  re¬ 
sult  if  the  price  of  potatoes  were  allowed 
to  fall,  and,  of  course,  everyone  knows 
that  without  a  further  subsidy  which 
this  Congress  is  not  going  to  pay,  that  is 
what  would  happen  ,if  these  surplus 
potatoes  were  put  into  the  channels  of 
trade. 

All  farmers  ask  is  a  living  wage.  This 
program  gives  him  90  percent  of  a  liv¬ 
ing  wage.  Even  the  most  violent  anti- 
labor  partisans  admit  that  a  man  has  a 
right  to  quit  work  when  he  does  not  get 
a  living  wage.  The  farmer  has  already 
performed  his  labor.  Now,  if  his  prod¬ 
uct  is  not  sold  it  has  the  same  effect  on 
our  economy  as  does  the  refusal  of  the 
miners’  union  to  dig  coal,  or  the  refusal 
of  the  automobile  workers  to  make  auto¬ 
mobiles.  None  of  us  like  strikes,  but  who 
would  criticize  if  workers  struck  for  the 


minimum  wage  fixed  by  law.  These 
potato  farmers  are  now  only  getting  90 
percent  of  the  living  price  of  farmers’ 
minimum  wage  fixed  by  the  same  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

By  all  means,  let  us  try  to  work  out  a 
better  plan  for  handling  farm  surpluses, 
but  until  we  do  let  us  at  least  carry  out 
the  promises  Congress  made  when  we 
passed  the  Steagall  amendment.  Let  us 
make  good  our  word,  the  word  of  our 
Government.  Let  us  stop  this  weasel 
talk  every  time  it  comes  to  carrying  out 
our  promises  to  support  farm  prices.  If 
you  do  not  like  the  way  the  Department 
is  supporting  prices,  change  the  law — 
you  wrote  the  law  under  which  the  De¬ 
partment  acts  and  you  prescribed  the 
method  of  supporting  prices.  I  do  not 
care  how  you.  do  it — but  I  do  want  it 
done.  I  do  not  have  a  bushel  of  pota¬ 
toes  grown  for  marketing  in  my  district, 
but  the  whole  question  of  the  good  faith 
of  our  Government  is  at  stake;  and  as 
for  those  who  say  that  the  Department 
should  use  these  potatoes  for  various 
purposes,  the  opportunity  is  yours.  If 
you  really  believe  that  somebody  can  use 
them,  why  do  you  not  try?  I  repeat  the 
offer — $5  per  carload  for  Industrial 
purposes. 

I  would  like  to  respectfully  suggest,  as 
we  would  say  in  Texas,  “Put  up  or  shut 
up.” 


Feed  Shortage  in  Dairy  Districts 


\  EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

\  OF 

,  \hON.  DANIEL  A.  REED 

1  \  OP  NEW  YORK  1 

I  IN  Tia  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES  / 
lionday.  May  26,  1947  / 

Mr.  REBto  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  recei\^g  telegrams  from  dair/men 
in  the  distriV  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  cafiing  attention  to  me  low 
price  they  areVeceiving  for  mil^nd  the 
high  price  of  l^d  for  the  dairjp  cattlei 
It  is  obvious\hat  the  vas^olume  of 
grain  which  hasVlready  beejy  shipped  to 
foreign  countries^nd  the  /olume  to  be 
allocated  for  exp(m  is  earning  food  for 
,  both  cattle  and  hu^ns  \£  be  reduced  to 
the  danger  point.  Yh^igh  price  paid 
by  the  Government  Ar^heat  became  so 
scandalously  high  tljJi  the  Government 
shifted  to  the  purclmAd  of  flour  to  di¬ 
vert  the  attention  cm  th\  public  from  the 
price  paid  for  wh^.  \ 

There  are  morjf  cattle\n  the  hoof  in 
France  now  th^  before  rbe  war.  It  is 
not  to  the  huyry  or  star^g  to  which 
much  of  our^rain  goes,  bVt  rather  to 
feed  foreign/ivestock  and  to^upply  the 
black  marrfts  abroad.  Mua|h  of  the 
food  shipMd  supposedly  to  fe«l  the  ci- 
*  vilian  po^lation  overseas  goesYj  fatten 
,  large  fojpign  standing  armies.  \ 

■;  The ^me  is  long  overdue  fo\  those 
I  who  i^resent  the  United  States  Bd  give 
ithou^t  to  the  welfare  of  our  own  pmple. 
I  It  yhigh  time  to  take  an  inventory  of 
ouyown  stock  of  foods,  actual  and\o- 
t®tial,  before  making  wild  and  recklKS 
^mmitments  to  foreign  countries.  Yt 
jAvas  only  a  short  time  ago  that  the  adX 
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ad,  he  must  have  the  confidence  of  the 
pifellc.  A  brilliant  record  that  Is  spotted 
wit\  charges,  suspicions,  and  controversies 
will  l^t  Inspire  such  confidence,  especially 
when^ose  charges  relate  to  the  attitude  of 
an  oflacek  toward  the  public.  We  hope  that 
the  Comi^ssioners  will  feel  their  responsi¬ 
bility  in  tWs  matter  as  keenly  as  if  they 
had  been  elided  by  the  people  whom  they 
serve. 


Labor-Inoustry  School 

EXTENSION  0X.REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  GORDON  C^FIELD 

or  NEW  JERSEY 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESEI^ATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker ,\mder 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  submi^he 
following  newspaper  story  describing  lj|ie 
labor-industry  school  of  the  Botar 
Worsted  Mills,  in  Passaic,  N.  J.,  whiclA 
today  graduates  its  first  class  of  400  stu¬ 
dents.  The  account  appeared  in  the 
New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  Sunday, 
May  25, 1947; 

LABOR-INDUSTRY  SCHOOL  IN  JERSEY  ENDS  FIRST 

TERM - BOTANY  PROJECT,  STARTED  IN  SEPTEM¬ 

BER,  HELPS  mill’s  ACTIVITY,  BOTH  SIDES  AGREE 

A  school  in  labor-management  relations  in 
which  union-shop  stewards  and  supervisors 
study  side  by  side  with  company  foremen  and 
with  management  ofiBcials  will  hold  its  first 
graduation  exercises  Tuesday  at  Botany 
Worsted  Mills,  Passaic,  N.  J. 

Believed  by  its  founder  to  be  the  first  com¬ 
prehensive  plan  of  its  kind  in  the  country,- 
the  school  is  conducted  jointly  by  the  Textile 
Workers’  Union  of  America,  a  Congress  of  In¬ 
dustrial  Organizations  affiliate,  and  Botany 
MUls,  one  of  the  country’s  largest  textile 
manufacturers.  Classes  were  begun  last  Sep¬ 
tember  to  promote  better  mutual  under¬ 
standing  between  the  labor  and  manage¬ 
ment  officials  who  handle  the  company’s  labor 
•  problems. 

In  a  course  operated  according  to  stand¬ 
ard  academic  procedures,  student  foremen 
and  stewards  study  the  letter  of  their  con 
tract  and  of  labor  laws,  the  precedents  of 
grievance  procedures  and  the  broader  aims 
on  which  company  and  union  agree.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  George  Baldanzi,  vice  president 
of  the  national  union,  it  offers  to  "labor  a 
real  opportunity  to  sit  down  and  talk  thin^ 
over  with  management.” 

In  the  same  vein,  the  president  of^fthe 
company,  Charles  F.  H.  Johnson,  sa^  he 
considers  that  one  of  the  school’s  |^atest 
assets  Is  that  it  provides  a  chancellor  all 
concerned  to  get  to  know  one  ai^Kher  and 
to  know  each  other’s  problems 

The  school  was  started  with/fi  a  year  ol 
the  company’s  signing  of  its  fi^t  union  con¬ 
tract,  in  1945,  which  provi^s  for  a  union 
shop.  The  company  had  several  brushes 
with  the  National  Labo^  Relations  Board 
but  since  the  union  has^een  recognized  Mr 
Johnson  says  he  hasicome  to  believe  that 
cooperation  is  the  baBt  way  of  achieving  the 
"joint  goal  of  con^muous  and  efficient  pro¬ 
duction.” 

In  Beptemta^  1946,  Mr.  Johnson;  Mr 
Baldanzi;  C.  F^-  Johnson,  Jr.,  general  man¬ 
ager;  Maj.  (^n.  Irving  M.  Phillipson,  United 
States  Arnur  (retired),  director  of  industrial 
relationsymid  others  discussed  the  need  foi 
the  sch^l.  It  was  agreed  that  there  was 
a  lack^f  special  training  for  those  directly 
concgimed  with  labor  disputes — foremen  are 
be  promoted  for  their  industrial 
.  and  union  leaders  elected  for  their  activ- 
les  outside  of  the  shop,  while  neither  is 


necessarily  a  specialist  in  human  relation¬ 
ships. 

To  meet  the  situation  the  school  was 
organized  to  help  resolve  complaints  and 
grievances  as  closely  as  possible  to  the  point 
of  origin — directly  between  foremen  and 
shop  stewards  when  possible.  Both  sides  are 
taught  that  the  great  majority  of  individual 
complaints  arise  from  such  human  variables 
as  health,  temperament  and  social  problems 
outside  of  the  concern.  The  students  are 
continually  reminded  that  "workers  don’t 
leave  their  personalities  behind  when  they 
punch  the  time  clock.” 

The  course  consists  of  20  1-hour  classes, 
held  on  company  time  three  times  a  day  to 
accommodate  different  shifts.  Less  than  20 
students  make  up  an  average  class.  The  i 
teachers  are  from  the  ranks  of  both  labor  j 
and  management  and  the  curriculum  is  j 
agreed  upon  by  both  parties.  js. 

Since  there  was  no  precedent  for  setting 
up  the  school,  the  procedure  has  had  to 
develop  as  it  goes  along.  There  is  as  yet  no 
textbook  for  the  course,  but  the  lectures  and 
exercises  given  this  winter  have  been  con¬ 
solidated  and  will  soon  be  published,  Mr. 
Johnson  said. 

About  400  students  will  be  graduated  from 
the  first  session  on  ’Tuesday,  said  Mr.  John 
gon,  and  a  number  of  industrialists  from 
^eral  parts  of  the  country,  interested  1 
adapting  the  plan,  will  attend  the  ceremq 
at  1^0  p.  m.  at  the  plant.  Because  ot/uxe 
large>^rn-over  of  labor  in  the  mill — x^lch, 
with  5?^  workers,  is  the  largest  sln|^  em¬ 
ployer  nk  Passaic — the  course  will^e  con¬ 
tinuous  Itod  will  train  new  forafeen  and 
stewards  a^they  are  appointed  o^lected. 

So  far  Mr!>Iphnson  and  Mr.^aldanzi  are 
enthusiastic  a^ut  their  pl^.  Since  the 
school  began  thXrecord  shM^s  a  decrease  in 
top-level  disput^  a  loyrcr  incidence  of 
absenteeism,  and  J^reaaW  production. 


32  funds  for  surplus  disposal  which  Congress 
has  approved  as  permanent  appropriations. 
Farmers  also  greatly  concerned  over  faUure 
to  provide  even  first  year’s  allotment  of  re¬ 
search  funds  approved  under  Hope-Planna- 
gan  Act  which  passed  almost  unanimously 
last  year.  We  favor  strict  economy  but 
strongly  protest  foregonig  actons  as  false 
economy  and  breaking  faith  writh  farmers. 
These  vital  programs  were  adopted  by  bi¬ 
partisan  votes  in  Congress.  Millions  of 
farmers  are  looking  to  you  to  rectify  these 
injustices  and  keep  faith  with  farmers  above 
party  by  providing  these  vitally  needed 
funds. 

American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation, 

Edward  A.  O’Neal,  President. 


or  Law  Symposium 


Agriculture  Appropriation  Bill 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  W.  J.  BRYAN  DORN 

OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

Mr,  DORN.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  I 
include  the  following  telegram; 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  25,  1947. 
Hon.  W.  J.  Bryan  Dorn, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Farmers  deeply  shocked  at  several  recom¬ 
mendations  of  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  Appropriations.  Our 
organization  offered  sincere  aggressive  sup¬ 
port  for  real  constructive  economy  by  elim¬ 
inating  unnecessary  personnel,  excessive  ex¬ 
penditures  and  duplication  of  services.  But 
we  asked  committee  not  to  cut  heart  out  of 
farm  program.  Instead  committee  made 
most  of  savings  at  expense  of  farmers  and  I 
vital  farm  program  and  failed  to  require  re¬ 
duction  in  many  badly  overstaffed  agencies. 
Farmers  are  especially  indignant  over  cut  in 
1947;  $300,000,000  AAA  conservation  program 
specifically  approved  by  Congress  last  year 
to  $165,000,000,  thereby  breaking  faith  with 
millions  of  farmers  and  also  complete  elim¬ 
ination  of  program  In  1948.  Reduction  of 
administrative  expenses  to  $15,000,000  wUl 
make  it  impossible  for  State  and  county  PMA 
officers  to  carry  out  this  program  successfully 
and  to  handle  commodity  loans  and  other 
price  support  functions  vital  to  millions  of 
farmers.  Farmers  in  every  section  are  | 
alarmed  over  complete  elimination  of  section  j 


ENSIGN  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  RICHARD  M.  NIXON 

OF  CALIFORNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

Mr.  NIXON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Duke 
University  Law  School,  of  which  I  am 
an  alumnus,  publishes  a  quarterly  known 
as  Law  and  Contemporary  Problems. 
Each  issue  of  this  publication  is  devoted 
to  a  symposium  presenting  legal  and 
other  social-science  aspects  of  a  vital 
current  problem.  This  journal,  founded 
in  1933  by  Prof.  David  F.  Cavers,  now  of 
the  Harvard  Law  School,  has  attained  a 
position  of  distinction  among  legal  peri- 
-odicals — a  unique  distinction,  since  it  is 
the  only  one  which  systematically  cor¬ 
relates  the  legal  approaches  to  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  problems  with  the  enlighten¬ 
ment  which  can  be  gained  by  reference 
to  the  contributions  of  the  other  social 
sciences. 

The  spring  1947  issue  ol  Law  and  Con¬ 
temporary  Problems  is  devoted  to  a  sym¬ 
posium  on  labor-dispute  settlement, 
edited  by  Prof.  Brainerd  Currie,  editor 
of  the  journal,  and  Mr.  Paul  H.  Sanders, 
formerly  of  the  Duke  Law  School  fac¬ 
ulty  and  now  of  the  Atlanta  bar.  The 
symposium  consists  of  11  articles  by  peo- 
of  varying  backgrounds  and  shades 
opinions,  discussing  the  problem  of 
dispute  settlement  from  the  legal 
stanflpoint,  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
economist,  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
psychological  and  sociological  problems 
of  persontael  administration,  and  from 
the  standp^t  of  the  public  interest. 
Some  of  th^^rticles  were  prepared  by 
labor  leaders, ^me  by  representatives  of 
management,  and  others  by  observers  of 
industrial  relatiorte  who  have  no  affilia¬ 
tion  with  either  sn^e.  The  symposium 
as  a  whole  is  a  bal^ced,  well-rounded 
and  sincere  attempt  t^xplore  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  labor-dispute  \ettlement  in  a 
scholarly  manner. 

The  settlement  of  labo'lL  disputes  is 
justly  termed  America’s  most  serious 
postwar  domestic  problem.  Because  of 
the  timeliness  of  this  symposium,  which 
presents  a  significant  cross  se^on  of 
opinion  at  a  time  when  the  Congres 
under  consideration  a  major  legisl^ve 
program  for  labor,  it  seems  to  me  tf 
a  copy  should  be  placed  on  the  desk 
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eT>ery  Member  of  Congress.  I  have  ar- 
ranked  with  the  publishers  for  a  com- 
plimwtary  coft^  to  be  sent  to  each  Mem¬ 
ber  oiHhe  House  and  Senate.  The  Duke 
Univer^  Law  School  and  the  editors 
of  Law  af^i  Contemporary  Problems  are 
glad  to  mal^  this  distribution  as  a  pub¬ 
lic  service;  tWey  are  concerned  only  that 
there  be  no  \jiisinterpretation  of  their 
motives  in  do’Nig  so.  Law  and  Con¬ 
temporary  Probl^s  is  a  nonprofit  pro¬ 
fessional  publicati^.  It  is  not  a  cru¬ 
sading  journal,  ana’^as  no  propaganda 
objectives.  The  viev^expressed  in  the 
articles  published  in  th^eriodical  are  to 
be  attributed  to  their  autoors  alone  and 
not  to  the  periodical,  its  colors,  or  Duke 
University.  In  making  cofces  of  this 
symposium  available  to  MeniBto-s  of  Con¬ 
gress  the  publishers  have  no  inWntion  of 
attempting  to  influence  cong^sional 
action  on  labor  legislation.  Indem,  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  various  autoors 
are  so  diverse  and  frequently  conflicl^g 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  reconci 
them  for  the  purpose  of  any  partisaf 
thesis. 

The  Congress  has  not  permitted  itself 
to  be  stampeded  by  industrial  conflicts 
into  the  hasty  enactment  of  unwise  labor 
legislation.  In  spite  of  the  pressure  of 
developments,  it  has  taken  the  time  to 
consider  the  issues  fully  and  dispassion¬ 
ately,  and  to  consider  the  long-range 
implications  of  proposed  remedies  for 
the  American  way  of  life.  It  is  in  this 
same  spirit,  hoping  to  perform  a  public 
service,  that  the  publishers  of  Law  and 
Contemporary  Problems  have  made 
available  to  the  Members  of  Congress 
this  important  collection  of  studies  of  a 
problem  with  which  we  must  be  so  deeply 
concerned. 


British  Plan  New  Empire 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  NORRIS  POULSON 

OF  CALIFORNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

Mr.  POULSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  unc 
permission  to  extend  my  remarkaf  I 
should  like  to  include  in  the  Recohd  an 
editorial  from  the  Washington  Sjionday 
Star  of  May  25,  1947,  by  Cor^antine 
Brown,  entitled  “British  Plan^ew  Em¬ 
pire.”  I  sincerely  hope  that Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  is  not  obly^us  to  this 
situation. 

The  editorial  follows 
British  Plan  New  Eiv^re — South  Africa 
Vital  in  Come-^ck  Struggle 
(By  Consta^ine  Brown) 

Officially  Inspiree^reports  from  London  that 
Great  Britain  wi^  cease  to  be  the  police¬ 
man  of  the  Mrolterranean  and  that  the 
United  States^s  expected  to  assume  that 
role  come  at  no  surprise  to  Washington 
official  quafffers. 

Britain yds  now  attempting  to  organize 
a  new  eoipire  in  Africa.  It  has  been  known 
since  fijSt  October  that  the  London  govern- 
menUwas  preparing  to  abandon  its  military 
oblt^tions  in  the  Mediterranean  and  was 
ho;ping  that  America  would  assume  them. 
..^ver  since  the  British  Government  decided 
to  abandon  its  empire  in  the  Far  East  by 


giving  India  unconditional  freedom.  It  has 
been  obvious  that  she  would  no  longer  be 
interested  In  the  eastern  Mediterranean, 
which  in  the  past  she  considered  her  life¬ 
line.  Last  October  the  State  Department 
received  definite  information  that  British 
troops  would  be  withdrawn  from  Greece. 
Later  Britain  displayed  slackening  interest 
in  the  question  of  the  Dardanelles. 

UNITED  STATES  LACKS  BASES 

Whether  the  United  States  will  be  able  to 
replace  Britain  as  the  Mediterranean  police¬ 
man  is  a  moot  question.  One  of  the  most 
serious  physical  handicaps  is  the  fact  that 
we  have  neither  naval  nor  air  bases  in  that 
area,  and  it  seems  doubtful  that  we  could 
avail  ourselves  of  the  important  bases  at 
Malta  or  Cyprus. 

Britain  cannot  survive  even  as  a  second- 
rate  power  without  a  colonial  empire.  It  is 
a  poor  country,  lacking  almost  all  kinds  of 
raw  materials,  except  coal.  Her  population 
is  overwhelmingly  industrial.  The  recent 
food  shortages,  2  years  after  the  end  of  the 
war  in  Europe,  reveal  that  she  still  relies 
almost  exclusively  on  imported  food.  Ade¬ 
quate  food  supplies  cannot  be  brought  to 
the  United  Kingdom  without  a  favorable 
export  balance. 

The  British  workman  suffers  more  than^ 
^he  capitalist  from  abandonment  of  thj 
|fiatic  empire.  This  is  fully  realized  by 
La^r  government  and  by  a  majority  of^Rie 
Hou^  of  Commons.  The  British  neo^  an 
empiw,  not  for  the  sake  of  the  capypallsts, 
who  cat  always  find  an  outlet  f^  their 
money  Itewhere,  but  for  the  sa^T  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  f^rkers. 

SEE  DEAL  WITH 

The  government  believes  il^as  found  the 
answer.  It  is  panning  to  nabve  the  imperial 
activities  to  an^rea  wl^h  can  be  more 
easily  policed  and^hich ^oes  not  lend  itself 
to  International  contcW^Africa,  south  of  the 
Equator,  with  Keny^^ovince  in  the  nosth 
as  its  chief  base. 

Some  more  amh^louS^ritishers,  such  as 
representatives  of  the  O^servative  Party, 
believe  that  sod«  agreeme*;  might  possibly 
be  reached  wiUr  France  for  jokit  exploitation 
of  the  entire^frlcan  continenIL  which  con¬ 
tains  manj^ little-developed  r^k  materials. 
Except  for  North  Africa,  where^ihe  Arabs 
compris^a  pretty  solid  block,  the  \ph  areas 
in  Cental  Africa  are  populated  b^^eople 
who  rfcill  lack  any  feeling  of  nationauwnity. 
It  i^n  such  areas  where  imperialism  caltt  be 
dyeloped  and  proven  beneficial  for  tB^e 
10  dominate  and  are  dominated. 
Negotiations  toward  the  creation  of  sucf 
an  empire  are  being  carried  out  a't  present  ’ 
by  the  governments  of  Britain  and  South 
Africa  on  the  one  hand  and  Belgium  and 
France,  which  control  the  Congo  and  a  por¬ 
tion  of  West  Africa,  on  the  other. 

EMPIRE  IS  SHRINKING 

The  British  decision  to  move  out  of  Asia 
was  taken  after  deliberate  discussion  and 
planning.  The  chief  reason  was  that  all  the 
British  politicians  have  become  fully  aware 
of  the  fact  that  Britain  is  no  longer  a  world 
power.  Her  only  hope  of  taking  a  more 
limited  position  as  one  of  the  world  leaders 
rests  in  the  possibility  of  organizing  a  new 
empire  in  Africa  south  of  the  Equator.  This 
will  require  her  to  enter  a  partnership  not 
only  with  France,  Belgium,  and  Portugal,  but 
also  the  Union  of  South  Africa,  which  only 
last  month  received  the  royal  family. 

The  British  government  abandoned  India 
and  is  ready  to  abandon  all  other  posses¬ 
sions  in  the  Indian  Ocean,  including  Malaya. 
It  has  no  longer  the  means  to  control  them, 
particularly  since  Russia  has  emerged  as  a 
world  power  of  the  first  order  and  has  shown 
clearly  that  it  does  not  Intend  to  tolerate 
Britain  in  her  backyard. 

According  to  reports  from  reliable  sources, 
the  whole  matter  of  Britain  moving  out  of 
Asia  politically  and  militarly  was  submitted 
last  December  to  Prime  Minister  Stalin  by 


Field  Marshal  Viscount  Montgomery  chief 
the  British  Imperial  staff.  Lord  Montgon^y 
paid  a  visit  to  Moscow,  where  he  was^e- 
ceived  with  more  pomp  than  any  othen^est- 
ern  Allied  military  leader  has  been  ajtorded. 

MONTGOMERY  OUTLINED  POLL 

The  abstemious  Scot  was  dlned^nd  wined 
In  true  Russian  fashion.  He  vlj^ed  Russian 
military  establishments  and presented 
with  a  sable-lined  coat.  Bm  above  every¬ 
thing  else,  he  had  a  long  ^»nyersatlon  with 
Prime  Minister  Stalin,  ^rlng  which  he  is 
said  to  have  expounded^ritain’s  new  policy 
of  avoiding  a  clash  wira  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 

This  policy  is  saiy  by  those  who  later  re¬ 
ported  on  it,  to  ha^  Included  among  other 
things  the  Briti^  plan  to  move  politically 
out  of  Asia  in  oi^er  to  avoid  the  age-old  con¬ 
test  with  Rusda  in  that  area.  In  exchange 
for  that  llcyBdation  of  Britain’s  entangle¬ 
ments  in  Ure  Middle  East  and  in  the  Indian 
Ocean,  thpchief  of  the  British  imperial  staff 
wanted Jp  know  whether  he  could  report  to 
his  su«riors  that  the  Soviet  Government 
wouhl^e  willing  to  respect  British  oil  inter- 
estj^n  the  Middle  East. 

ford  Montgomery  is  said  to  have  informed 
Ealin  that  Britain  was  sincere  in  her  offer 
to  abandon  her  political  interests  in  the  areas 
so  dear  to  the  Russian  heart  and  that  she 
contemplated  establishing  a  new  empire  in 
Africa,  south  of  Egypt.  This,  he  said,  could 
by  no  stretch  of  the  imagination  be  con¬ 
strued  as  conflicting  with  Russia’s  policies. 
Prime  Minister  Stalin  is  said  to  have  agreed. 

NEW  ALLIANCE  REPORTED 

The  indorsement  of  the  British  plan  was 
reported  by  Lord  Montgomery  on  his  return 
to  London  early  last  January.  He  called  on 
King  George  VI  immediately  after  his  arrival. 
He  also'had  a  2-hour  session  with  the  cabinet. 

The  Immediate  sequel  of  that  conversation 
was  the  disclosure  of  a  tripartite  alliance  be¬ 
tween  Britain,  Prance,  and  Russia.  For  the 
present  this  alliance  is  not  in  effect.  Such 
historic  developments  are  subject  to  much 
bargaining  and  haggling.  But  the  handful  of 
American  official  observers  who  have  followed 
the  new  trend  believe  they  have  now  received 
at  least  partial  confirmation  of  the  reports 
of  Britain’s  new  orientation. 

London  has  now  admitted  that  it  has  sold 
Russia  a  number  of  Jet  planes.  The  price  will 
be  paid  in  Russian  raw  materials.  But  Wash¬ 
ington  has  received  definite  information  that 
besides  these  jet  planes  the  British  since 
January  have  been  selling  the  Russians 
plexiglass,  plastics  essential  in  the  mass  pro¬ 
duction  of  Jet  planes,  and  a  number  of  other 
inventions  developed  in  the  United  Kingdom 
^during  the  war. 

LWhatever  atomic  energy  formula  Russia 
po^esses  today  came  from  the  persons  who 
taeSbved  secrets  to  the  Soviets,  as  was  made 
cleai^n  the  Canadian  spy  case.  But  the 
Brltisffl^overnment’s  willingness  to  provide 
the  SoviW  Government  with  materials  needed 
for  moderk  warfare  is  regarded  as  an  indica¬ 
tion  of  trends  in  the  United  Kingdom. 


Let’s  Not  Civiin^  These  Happy  People 

EXTENSION  REMARKS 

OF’ 

HON.  MIKE  M^FIELD 

OF  MONTANA’ 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESUNTATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  27,  In 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montalte.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  was  with  a  great  o^l  of 
pleasure  that  I  read  the  honest,  str^ht- 
forward  report  of  Rear  Adm.  Carleton 
H.  Wright,  United  States  Navy,  concerr 
ing  our  newt  island  possessions  in  the  ole 
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^easure  of  a  person’s  need  or  financial  con- 
oMlon  other  than  oflBiclal  records,  for  I  want 
tn^se  payments  made  not  as  a  matter  of 
ch^ty  but  as  a  matter  of  right. 

Pdwnthetically,  while  the  Landis  bill  pro¬ 
vides  Vs  a  point  of  eligibility  that  one  must 
not  haye  paid  an  Income  tax  the  preceding 
year,  I  ^n’t  know  but  that  it  would  be  Just 
as  well  ^make  the  pension  payment  to  the 
eligible  Individual,  even  if  his  income  was 
great  enou^  to  be  taxed.  To  my  mind,  such 
payments  n^ht  just  as  well  be  made  on  ap¬ 
plication  aqtl  determining  of  eligibility 
whether  the  \idividual  be  a  millionaire  or 
a  day  laborer. 

The  Landis  blM  provides  that  to  be  eligible 
at  60  for  this  peiflUon  a  man  or  woman  must 
be  an  American  ^izen  and  must  have  re¬ 
sided  continuously!^  the  United  States  for 
10  years  preceding  ^e  application.  For  my 
own  part  I  would  beWllling  to  double  that 
residence  requiremenfW  There  may  be,  too, 
other  requirements  whl^  should  be  written 
In.  While  it  probably  Is’^o  much  to  require 
applicants  to  prove  a  pel^lon  “earned,"  we 
do  not  propose  this  benefl^as  a  “hand-out” 
to  throngs  of  foreigners  wHb  might  fiock  to 
this  country  to  enjoy  old-a A  benefits.  The 
Whole  philosophy  of  this  propkal  is  based  on 
the  assumption  that  a  man  or  Itoman  having 
reached  the  age  of  60  and  spent\  substantial 
period  of  years  of  mature  life  as  \  good  citi¬ 
zen  productively  in  this  country  l^s  helped 
to  build  the  national  wealth,  ayd  lAherefore 
entitled  to  what  might  be  called  \  special 
dividend  in  deallning  years. 

Natmally  I  wish  that  we  might  ifcve  a 
more  searching  and  accurate  measureA^  an 
Individual’s  contribution  to  the  NatM’s 
present  wealth  and  prosperity  more  thaAa 
mere  10  or  20  years  of  residence  in  this  coiA* 
try.  However,  I  fear  an  attempt  to  set  up  ^ 
elaborate  program  and  complex  schedule  of 
eligibility  would  make  the  whole  plan  un¬ 
workable  and  would  open  the  way  for  what 
could  amount  to  misjudgments  and  in¬ 
justices. 

Why  did  the  authors  write  $60  per  month 
as  the  amount?  Well,  that’s  something  to 
aim  at,  and  since  my  own  State  by  Joint  plan 
with  the  Federal  Government  under  Social 
Security  now  has  a  maximum  of  $50  per 
month,  in  counsel  with  Mr.  Landis  and  oth¬ 
ers  I  agreed  to  make  it  tentatively  some¬ 
what  larger  than  presently  prevails  in  some 
of  the  more  liberal  States.  What  circum¬ 
stances  ought  to  be  considered  in  deter¬ 
mining  what  the  amount  shall  be  in  such  a 
bill?  Several  things  must  be  carefullyj 
considered.  What  amount  can  the  econor 
of  the  Nation  provide  for  such  paymej 
This  is  a  deep  and  involved  economic  n^b- 
lem  calling  for  profound  study  by 
minded  statesmen. 

Another  questiofi.  How  -wouliT  $60  a 
month  to  oldsters  compare  rela^ely  with 
pensions  and  other  benefit  paymjCts  to  other 
classes  of  citizens?  For  instaloce,  we  now 
have  many  millions  of  forr^fr  members  of 
the  armed  services  and  theljjlfiependents  who 
are  either  ‘receiving  pensi^s  or  some  form 
of  Federal  payments  b^Cuse  of  their  past 
services.  Of  coutse,  thi^annot  be  measured 
accurately  by  what  th(6  country  owes  them. 
The  soldier  fought  Jro  preserve  our  country 
and  he  Is  properly^warded  for  having  done 
so.  ’The  elderly  nftlzen  should  be  pensioned 
because  he  or  s]K  helped  to  create  our  coun¬ 
try,  and  a  del^ate  question  is  raised  as  to 
relative  contributions.  I  wish  we  knew 
which  is  tpk  greater  service,  to  help  create 
America  ^  to  help  preserve  America?  Of 
course,  tftat  cannot  be  adequately  answered 
by  fin^  minds,  but  benefit  payments  of  one 
classjmust  not  be  out  of  line  or  manifestly 
comparison  with  benefit  payments 
le  other  class.  Neither  can  be  paid 
their  services  were  worth. 


Again,  what  limit  in  morality  or  Justice, 
as  well  as  economic  feasibility,  should  enter 
into  consideration  of  the  amount  of  old-age 
benefits?  If  citizens  retire  at  60  and — I 
would  not  have  compulsory  retirement  writ¬ 
ten  into  the  law — if  they  retire  from  active 
work,  the  burden  of  economic  support  falls 
upon  the  remaining  population.  No  one 
could  ever  Justify  throwing  a  large  group 
of  elderly  citizens,  living  in  comparative  ease 
and  luxury,  as  a  burden  upon  the  backs  of 
the  younger  generation  to  the  extent  of  low¬ 
ering  the  latter’s  standard  of  living.  ’Thla. 
system  of  old-age-benefit  payments  must  not 
be  a  crushing  burden  upon  the  oncoming 
generation.  It  need  not  be.  If  properly  en¬ 
acted,  the  legislation  could  be  a  blessing  to 
the  younger  generation  of  workers,  second 
only  to  the  older  generation  who  are  the 
recipients. 

Is  It  possible  for  our  economic  system  to 
bear  the  burden  of  paying  such  pensions  sug¬ 
gested  in  any  of  the  blUs  now  before  the 
Congress?  I  haven’t  the  least  doubt  but 
that  it  is  possible  for  American  economy  to 
support  the  program  of  the  Landis  bill.  In 
the  closing  hours  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Con¬ 
gress  we  passed  what  has  usually  been  callei 
the  full  employment  bill,  but  which  oug: 
rightfully  and  legally  to  be  called  the  M^l- 
mum  Employment  Act.  The  polmco- 
economic  die-hards  said  that  idea  w^  fan¬ 
tastic  and  could  never  be  carried  J^t.  If  • 
they  seize  and  hold  political  powe^nothlng  J 
may  ever  come  of  it.  But  some  K  the  best  I 
brains  of  America  feel  that  tl^  is  a  good  1 
law  and  that  it  is  capable  o^^elng  lmple-4 
men  ted  by  government  and^arried  out  in 
effect  by  agriculture,  buslnjft,  industry,  and 
labor. 

For  2  years  I  sat  on  tha^peclal  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Postwar  Eco^feiic  Policy  and  Plan¬ 
ning  during  the  wat^nd  we  had  before  us 
^  the  greatest  leaders ^  Industry,  Government, 
pnd  labor.  The  aluminous  hearings  were 
Ipld  during  the  BCriod  of  the  war,  indicating 
lat  America  opuld  have  and  ought  to  have 
afitr  the  wa^r  They  occupy  thousands  of 
paA  in  pi^t  and  we  heard  the  greatest 
mlna||  in  Omvernment,  in  Industry,  in  busi- 
ness,^iy  in  labor  picture  our  economic 
pKJSsibS^es.  Unfortunately  we  have  not  yet 
seen  of  these  pictures  coming  true,  but 
surdly  sAmany,  many  practical  men  could 
nt^^e  wi^g.  America  can  do  it  when  mo- 
vated  fo\peace  as  she  was  motivated  for 
yar. 

Many  textflboks  have  been  written  on  eco¬ 
nomics.  Whl\  libraries  embody  the  thought 
of  our  economms,  but  in  all  this  study  the 
major  share  of^e  thought  has  been  given 
In  more  recent  ydkrs  to  the  phase  of  produc¬ 
tion — that  is,  tlA  production  of  wealth. 
Now  the  productlot  of  wealth  is  only  one 
of  the  fields  or  the  (Wlslons  of  the  science  of 
economics.  Too  llttlVthought  has  been  paid 


part  of  economics 
imptlon  of  wealth. 


to  an  equally  import: 
and  that  is  the  con 
Production  and  consumption  are  really  op¬ 
posite  sides  of  the  same  Tiling,  but  this  sig¬ 
nificant  fact  apparently  Vias  not  dawned 
fully  enough  upon  Ameriokn  businessmen. 
Our  economic  society  halt  arrived  now, 
through  the  use  of  power,  ^nd  with  the 
technology  and  American  kAw-how,  to  a 
point  so  that  we  can  vastly  incase  the  out¬ 
put  of  material  things  enough  1b  satisfy  to 
a  greater  degree  than  ever  before  r^pst  human 
wants.  However,  our  economic\  machine 
often  comes  to  a  slow  down,  if  nak  a  dead 
stop,  because  there  periodically  ocdurs  too 
little  purchasing  power  to  take  our  ab^dant 
production. 

How  to  create  that  purchasing  pow^  to 
keep  our  industry  and  productive  equipnlfent 
working  to  capacity  Is  our  modern  probl^. 
We  go  to  great  extremes  to  create  mark^ 
abroad — and  I  am  not  minimizing  the  Im^ 


portance  of  foreign  trade — but  meaiitvhile 
we  overlook  the  basic  fact  that  the^j^eatest 
of  all  markets  is  our  American  hoi^'market 
with  purchasing  power  in  the  ha^s  of  the 
masses  of  our  people.  I  believe  that  this 
measure,  H.  R.  781,  enacted  imfo  law  would 
go  a  long  way  toward  provi^ng  that  pur¬ 
chasing  power  and  at  the  same  time  it  would 
deal  Justly  by  a  class  of^ur  citizens  who 
deserve  to  share  in  the  ba|iefits  of  that  which 
they  have  helped  to  cr^e. 


Farmers  Will  Suffer  Unless  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Appropriation  Is  Restored 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  JAMES  H.  MORRISON 

OF  LOUISIANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

Mr.  MORRISON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  enter  my  protest  against  the  cut  made 
by  the  Appropriations  Committee  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture’s  request 
for  $301,720,000  for  soil  conservation 
benefits  and  the  elimination  of  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  $200,000,000  program  for 
1948  crop. 

Benefits  from  soil  conservation  are 
many.  First,  our  productive  soil  is  kept 
from  washing  away.  It  is  kept  perman¬ 
ently  productive  for  our  children’s  chil¬ 
dren — in  fact,  under  scientific,  acre-by- 
acre  treatment  of  the  farm  conservation 
plan,  the  fertility  of  a  farm  actually  in¬ 
creases  over  the  years.  This  is  the  kind 
of  soil  and  water  conservation  which 
Louisiana  farmers  are  putting  into  effect 
in  their  own  voted  and  managed  soil  con¬ 
servation  districts  over  the  greater  part 
of  the  State.  In  addition,  our  whole 
State  and  society  benefits — business,  pro¬ 
fessions,  schools,  and  churches:  local. 
State,  and  National  Governments — 
through  increased  farm  incomes  taxable 
wealth  and  higher  revenues. 

The  bankers  of  Louisiana  give  us  a 
good  example  here  in  oirr  own  State  of 
how  business  groups  recognize  the  im¬ 
portance  of  a  productive  agriculture  for 
the  economic  stability  of  our  State.  They 
know  from  actual  experience  with  their 
customers  that  fertile  topsoil  is  the  basis 
for  agricultural  productivity  and  that 
once  the  topsoil  is  gone,  only  the  inferior 
subsoil  is  left.  For  this  reason,  the 
bankers  have  encouraged  the  widespread 
use  of  soil-  and  water-conservation  prac¬ 
tices.  Last  fall,  for  example,  they  re¬ 
quested  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  to  conduct  a  forum  in  their  be¬ 
half.  Representatives  from  28  banking 
institutions  attended  the  conference  at 
Alexandria,  La.,'  on  November  18  and  19, 
1946. 

Of  this  forum,  an  editorial  in  a  Louisi¬ 
ana  newspaper  read: 

Here  is  realization  of  the  interdependence 
of  farmer  and  banker.  'When  Louisiana 
farmers  prosper  so  do  most  Louisiana  com¬ 
munities.  •  •  •  For  promoting  farming 

and  soil  conservation  in  the  State  the  Louisi¬ 
ana  Bankers’  Association  has  been  cited  three 
times  In  as  many  years  by  the  Ameri- 
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can  Bankers’  association.  Financiers  have 
charted  a  course  many  another  business 
group  could  wisely  follow. 

More  than  90  percent  of  the  entire 
State  is  now  in  the  24  farmer-voted  and 
farmer-managed  soil-conservation  dis¬ 
tricts.  That  is  an  outstanding  accom¬ 
plishment  in  the  less  than  10  years  since 
the  Louisiana  district  enabling  act  was 
passed. 

Working  through  their  supervisors  and 
with  the  help  of  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  technicians,  these  farmers  have 
planned  the  acre-by-acre  conservation 
treatment  for  more  than  2,320,000  acres. 
Of  this,  more  than  1,248,000  acres  have 
received  conservation  treatment.  This 
conservation  application  includes  such 
items  as  394,000  acres  of  contour  culti¬ 
vation,  94,000  acres  of  strip  cropping, 
nearly  81,000  acres  of  farm  drainage, 
630,000  acres  of  properly  stocked  range, 
and  nearly  149,000  acres  of  range  and 
pasture  seeding.  This  is  an  excellent 
beginning  in  conserving  our  soil  re¬ 
sources. 

There  still  remains  a  tremendous  job 
ahead.  A  conservation-needs  survey 
made  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
in  1945  shows  that  Louisiana’s  farms 
need  more  conservation  work,  including 
1,731,000  acres  of  contour  planting,  1,- 
822,000  acres  of  strip  cropping,  1,088,000 
acres  of  farm  drainage  improvement 
work,  1,469,000  acres  of  terracing,  and 
about  2,349,000  acres  of  pasture  see'ding. 

After  careful  consideration  of  the  cuts 
made  by  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  from  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture’s  budget  request,  it  is  my  unalter¬ 
able  conviction  that  the  farmers  would 
suffer  a  great  burden  if  this  proposal 
were  carried  out  which  would  eventually 
lead  to  destruction  of  the  entire  farm 
program.  As  a  Representative  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  with  its  vast  special¬ 
ized  agricultural  interests,  I  am  vitally 
interested  in  a  program  that  would  help 
our  farmers.  Louisiana  is  a  great  pro¬ 
ducer  of  strawberries,  Irish  potatoes, 
sweetpotatoes,  sugar,  rice,  peaches,  pea¬ 
nuts,  cotton,  and  commercial  spring 
vegetables. 

Agriculture  is  a  basic  industry  in  Lou¬ 
isiana.  The  State’s  130,669  farms  cover 
over  10,000,000  acres.  Its  853,949  farm 
people  make  up  36.1  percent  of  its  popu¬ 
lation.  Including  people  in  small  to\vns, 
whose  welfare  depends  a  good  deal  on 
agriculture,  the  rural  population  is 
1,383,441,  or  58.6  percent  of  the  total. 
Twenty-two  commercial  fruit  and  vege¬ 
table  canneries  operated  in  the  State 
in  1946,  seven  of  them  established  in 
1945  and  1946.  Their  output  amounts  to 
about  million  cases  a  year.  Okra,  snap 
beans,  sweetpotatoes,  spinach,  beans, 
beets,  and  other  vegetables  are  canned. 
Sweetpotatoes  make  up  about  60.5 
percent  of  the  pack,  according  to  an 
economic  study  by  the  university, 
and  the  canning  of  sweetpotatoes  gained 
over  83  percent  in  5  years.  One  of  the 
methods  recommended  for  increasing  the 
output  of  canned  goods  is  to  draw  prod¬ 
ucts  from  wider  area. 


Dehydration  of  sweetpotatoes,  devel¬ 
oped  by  the  agricultural  engineers,  has 
resulted  in  production  of  $1,450,000  worth 
of  stock  feed,  on  a  basis  of  comparison 
with  corn.  Thirty  new  dehydrators  were 
installed  in  1946.  Improved  sweetpota- 
to-digging  machinery  last  year  saved  the 
farmers  3,000,000  bushels,  worth  a  million 
and  a  half  dollars.  The  cost  of  land 
drainage  can  be  greatly  reduced  by  use 
of  machinery  developed  by  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  ex¬ 
periment  station. 

I  cannot  vote  against  the  agricultural 
interests  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  and 
the  Congress  should  realize  that  the 
farmers  must  get  the  help  and  consid¬ 
eration  to  which  they  are  justly  entitled. 

I  urge  that  the  soil-conservation  item 
in  the  Agriculture  appropriation  bill  be 
restored  to  the  amount  recommended  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the 
President. 


CHANGE  OP  RESIDENCE  / 

Senators,  Representatives,  and  Delegates/ 
vho  have  changed  their  residences  will  pleasjr 
'ive  information  thereof  to  the  Governme« 
Printing  Office,  that  their  addresses  ma^Tie 
;orrectly  given  In  the  Record. 


RECORD  OFFICE  AT  THE  CAPITAL 

An  office  for  the  Congressional  ITecord  is 
ocated  in  Statuary  Hall,  House  v^g,  where 
ilr.  Ralph  L.  Harris  is  in  attend|fcce  during 
;he  sessions  of  Congress  to  recei^  orders  'or 
:ubscrlptlons  to  the  Record  At  $1.50  per 
month,  and  where  single  cop^  may  also  be 
purchased.  Orders  are  also  *cepted  for  the 
printing  of  speeches  in  pap^hlet  form. 


,LAVS^S  RELATIVE  TO  THE  PRINTING  OP 
V  DOCUMENTS 

dher  House  may  order  the  printing  of  a 
docuVaent  not  already  provided  for  by  law, 
but  on^  when  the  same  shall  be  accomp  .- 
nied  byP^  estimate  from  the  Public  Printer 
as  to  the^Wobable  cost  thereof.  Any  execu¬ 
tive  departn^ent,  bureau,  board,  or  independ¬ 
ent  office  of  she  Government  submitting  re¬ 
ports  or  docurai|nts  in  response  to  inquiries 
from  Congress  ^toall  submit  therewith  an 
estlpaate  of  the  prtoable  cost  of  printing  the 
usual  number.  Noflhing  in  this  section  re¬ 
lating  to  estimates  sllWl  apply  to  reports  05 
documents  not  exceeofcg  50  pages  (U. 
Code,  title  44,  sec.  140,  p^fess) , 

Printing  and  binding  fok  Congress,  vrSen 
recommended  to  be  done  b^lUhe  Comm^tee 
on  Printing  of  either  House,  iWall  be  sf  rec¬ 
ommended  in  a  report  contalniOTan  ^proxi¬ 
mate  estimate  of  the  cost  thereoL^rogether 
with  a  statement  from  the  Public  jfinter  of 
estimated  approximate  cost  of  wfcn^previ- 
ously  ordered  by  Congress  withhp  thS^scal 
year  (U.  S.  Code,  title  44,  sec.  145^.  1938 
Resolutions  for  printing  extr/copies,  wl 
presented  to  either  House,  syil  be  referrd 
immediately  to  the  Commit^e  on  Printing,' 
who,  in  making  their  lepoK,  shall  give  the 
probable  cost  of  the  prepaid  printing  upon 
the  estimate  of  the  PubjBc  Printer,  and  no 
extra  copies  shall  be  jwinted  before  such 
committee  has  reportey  (U.  S.  Code,  title  44, 

I  sec.  133,  p.  1937) . 

i  CONGRESSIj^AL  DIRECTORY 

I  The  Public  PriMer,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Joint  Commutes  on  Printing,  may  print 
'  for  sale,  at  a  prjte  sufficient  to  reimburse  the 
1  expense  of  sujift  printing,  the  current  Con- 
L  gressional  lyectory.  The  money  derived 
I  from  such  smes  shall  be  paid  into  the  Treas¬ 
ury  and  agfbunted  for  in  his  annual  report 
to  Congas,  and  no  sale  shall  be  made  on 
credit  (XfS.  Code,  title  44,  sec.  150,  p.  1939). 


PRIn/iNG  OP  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 
A  ■  ^  EXTRACTS 

I  ^  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Public  Printer 
5  to^rlnt  and  deliver,  upon  the  order  of  any 
t  ajlnator.  Representative,  or  Delegate,  extracts 
j  ^om  the  Congressional  Record,  the  person 
;^^orderlng  the  same  paying  the  cost  thereof 
p  (U.  S.  Code,  title  44,  sec.  185,  p.  1942) . 


GOVERNMENT  PUBLICATIONS  FOR  SALE 
Additional  copies  ofyCovernment  publica¬ 
tions  are  offered  for  srfe  to  the  public  by  the 
Superintendent  of  niDcuments,  Government 
Printing  Office,  Wa^ington  25,  D.  C.,  at  cost 
;hereof  as  deternyed  by  the  Public  Printer 
plus  50  percent :  movided.  That  a  discount  of 
Qot  to  exceed  2/percent  may  be  allowed  to 
authorized  bocA  dealers  and  quantity  pur¬ 
chasers,  but  j(ach  printing  shall  not  inter- 
Hfere  with  th/  prompt  execution  of  work  for 
the  Governfment.  The  Superintendent  of 
Documeny  shall  prescribe  the  terms  aid 
condition  under  which  he  may  authorize 
the  resf/d  of  Government  publications  by 
book  driers,  and  he  may  designate  any  Gov- 
ernm«t  officer  his  agent  for  the  sale  of  Gov- 
ernrxnt  publications  under  such  regulations 
as  *all  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Superlntend- 
eiy  of  Documents  and  the  head  of  the  re- 
sj^ctive  department  or  establishment  of  the 
lovernment  (U.  S.  Code,  title  44,  sec.  72a, 
3upp.  2). 


PRINTING  DOCUMEFTS  AND  REPORTS 

Documents  and  reports  ol  committees  with 
ti  evidence  and  papers  submitted  therewith, 
or  any  part  thereof  ordered  printed  by  Con¬ 
gress,  may  be  reprinted  by  the  Public  Printer 
on  order  of  any  Member  of  Congress  or  Dele¬ 
gate,  on  prepayment  of  the  cost  thereof 
(U.  S.  Code,  title  44,  sec.  162,  p.  1940). 


PRICE  OP  THE  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 
The  Public  Printer  is  authorized  to  fur¬ 
nish  to  subscribers  the  dally  Record  at  $1.50 
per  month  payable  in  advance. 

Remit  by  money  order  payable  to  Superln- 
endent  of  Documents, .Government  Printing 
'  |ce,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 


DISl 


BUTTON  OP  THE  CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD 

To  the'\Uce  President  and  each  Senator, 
100  copies;  le  the  Secretary  and  Sergeant  at 
Arms  of  the\tenate,  each,  25  copies;  to  the 
Secretary,  for\fflcial  use,  not  to  exceed  35 
copies;  to  the  Slteeant  at  Arms,  for  use  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  not  to  exceed  50 
copies;  to  each  RepiVeentative,  Delegate,  and 
Resident  Commissioner  in  Congress,  68 
copies;  to  the  Clerk,  S«geant  at  Arms,  and 
Doorkeeper  of  the  Hous^tof  Representatives, 
each,  25  copies;  to  the  Cleik,  for  official  use, 
not  to  exceed  50  copies;  and  to  the  Door¬ 
keeper,  for  use  on  the  floor  ofl^he  House  of 
Representatives,  not  to  exceed  copies;  to 
the  Vice  President  and  each  Senator,  Repre¬ 
sentative,  Delegate,  and  Resident^’^mmls- 
sloner  in  Congress  there  shall  also  lae  fur¬ 
nished  (and  shall  not  be  transferame ) ,  3 
copies  of  the  dally  Record,  of  which  1  ^all 
be  delivered  at  his  residence,  1  at  his  ofl 
and  1  at  the  Capitol. 
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IIGHLIGHTS:  House  'passed  agricultural  a,ppropi’ia.tion  iDill.  Senate  pa.sscd  "bill  to  re¬ 
duce,  individual  inconc-tax  payment s.  Sen.  Hatch  introduced  hill  to  transfer  to 
Interior  certain  grazing  lands  acquired  hy  U.S,  under  various  relief  and  emergency 
acts. 


HOUSE 

1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Passed,  315-38,  this  hill,  H.  R,  360I,  with 
am.endments  (pp.  6l03’"8l),  Just  before  passage,  defeated,  17^180,  a  Cannon 
notion  to  recommit  the  hill  with  instructions  for  the  Committee  to  report  it 
hack  with  amendments  to  increase  ACP  from  $l65,Gl4,290  to . $300,000,000,  to  in- 
crea.se  the  school  lunch  program  from  $45,000,000  to  $75,000,000,  and  to  increase 
REA  loans  from  $225,000,000  to  $250,000,000  (pp.  6l79~80), 


Agreed  to  the  follovung  amendments: 

By  Rep.  Cannon,  Mo.,  II6-IO9,  to  increase  the  Research  and  Marteting  Act 
item  from  $6,000,000  to  $9,500,000;  thus  increa.sing  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  and  associated  problems  hy  $1,500,000,  cooperative  research  other 
than  research  on  utilization  hy  $500,000,  and  marketing  research  under 
title  II  hy  $1,000,000  (pp.  61II-5).* 

By  Rep.  Andersen,  Minn.,  to  reduce  Solicitor's  Office  from  $2,425,000, to 
$2,025,000  (pp.  6112-9). 

By  Rep.  Phillips,  Calif.,  to  reduce  OFAR  from  $628,000  to.  $428,000_  (p.  6l23). 

By  Rep,  Dirksen  (for  the  Committee),  to  provide  $5,300  for  repair  of  BDI 
facilities  damaged  hy  a  tornado  at  Woodward,  Okla.  (pp.  6l22-9). 

By  Rep.  Dirksen  (for  the  Committee),  to  provide  $45,600  to  replace  and  repair 
BPISAE  facilities  damaged  hy  a  tornado  at  Woodward,  Okla.  (p.  6l29). 

By  Rep,  Dirksen,  to  reinstate  the  Budget  provision  for  AIC  to  obtain  a  tract 
of  surplus  land  at  Pasadena,  Calif,  (p.  6129). 

By  Rep,  Dirksen  (for  the  Committee),  to  increase  market  news  service  by 
$7,500  for  a  dairy-products  reporter  in  the  Cleveland  area  (p.  6T60)* 

By  Rep.  Dirksen,  to  reinstate  $40,000,000  of  the  Sec,  32  money  (pp.  6l77“^). 

*The  sub— items  in  this  amendment  total  only  $9,000,000.  Later  Rep.  Dirksen  obtained 
consent  for  corrections,  and  Rep,  Cannon  obtained  consent  to  correct  the  total  on 
this  iterA  to  ”$9» 500,000”,  so  vre’re  not  sure  which  figures  will  he  used* 


Rejected  the ' following  anendmentst  _  _  j 

By. Repo-  Andersen, '  Minn. ,  to  reduce  Office  of  'the  Secretary  from  $2,050  8  000 
to  $1,800,000;  hy  a  3^2  vote  (pp.  ^08-l6') ,  .  -  • 

By  Rep,  Bates,  Mass,,  to  strike  out.  the  prohihition  against'.  u*se  of  the 

Research  and  Marke tirg;  Act  funds  for  fish,  shellfish,  and  products  there- 
■  of;  by  a  48-6o  vote  (.pp,  6ll5'-S)* 

By  Rep,  Hope,  Kans,,  to  strike  out  the  -provision  for  neat  inspection  on  a  fee 
•  basis;  by  a  llV-124  vote  (pp.  6l23'-8)a 
•By  Rep.  Bavbs ,  'Wis,,  to  increase  ttie  for  est-pro ducts  item  from  $1,000,000  to 
•  '  $l»'555t‘OOp‘;  by  a.  54-81  vote ’(pp.  6l29~3l) » 

By  Rep.  C.annon,  Mo.,  to  'increase  ACP  from  $l65,6l4,290  to  $300,000,000;  by  a 
151-156  vote  (pp.  6136-49)0 

By  Rep»-  Andersen,  Minn.,  to  increase  FMA  county  committees  from  $15,000,000 
to-  $20-,000,OpO,  by  an  81-124  vote';’  after  also  I'ejecting  a  Cannon  amendment 
to  this  amendment,  to'  ihcr ease' the  item  to  $23,564,956,  by  a.  118-137  vote 
(pp.  -  614.8-9)  •  . .  ■ 

-•  By- Rexx. ■  Phillips,  Calif'.,  tb' reduc'e’ 'school  lunch  program  from  $45,000,000  to 
$25,000,000,  by  an  85-153' Vot  e;  ^'ejected  a  Cannon  amendment  to  this  amend¬ 
ment,  tp  increa.se  the  item  to  $75, 600s 000,  by  a  139~i55  vote;  rejected  a 
Buck  amendment  to  the  amendment,  to  decrease  the  item  to  $11,470,400  (pp. 
6152-9)0 

By  Rep.  Ifeitten,  Miss.,  to  provide  $25,000,000  for  f arm- 1 e nant  1 0 ans ;  by  a 
94—129  vote  (pp.  6160-3). 

By  Rep.  ’'fVh.itten,  Miss.,  to  increase  iHA  administrative  emijonses  from 
$18,000,000  to  $25,000,000;  by  a  93'"122  vote  (ppc  6163— 6)  <» 

By  Rep.  Cannon,  Mo.,  to  increase  REA  loans  from  $225,0005000  to  $250,000,000, 
by  a  i44-159  vote;  after  rejecting,  106-l4l,  a  Ranlcin  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  item  to  $3009000,000  (pp.  6168-76),  The  Ca^nnon  a.nd  Ranlcin 
amendments  also  provided  for  a.n  increa.se  of  $1,600,000  in  REA  adm..  expense, 
■  During  a  discussion  of  EHA,  Rep. -Cooley  inserted  a-  letter  from  Secretary 
Anderson  defending  this  program  (p.  6l2l)'o  Rep.  Phillips,  Calif.,  submitted  an 
amendment  to  increase  marketing  agreement s ,  and  orders  from  $525,300  to  $725,300, 
but  x^ithdrew  the  amendment,  anticipating  that  the  Senate  will  provide  for 
financing  this  item  from  Sec.  32- (p. * 6159) » 

Remarks  in  Appendix  oh  the  bill  by  Rep.  Granger,  Utah,  on  the  effect  of  re¬ 
ductions  for  the  agricultural-conserva.tion  program  (pp.  A2bS2-4);  Rep.  Jarman, 
Ala.,  criticizing  reduction  in  funds  for  research,  farm  tenagat,  school-lunch , and 
AAA  programs  (pp.  A2681-2);  Rep.  D*Ewart,  Mont.,  opposing  reduction:. in  forest¬ 
highway  funds,  (p.  A2684) ;  Rep.  Combs,-  Tex.,  urging  additional  funds'  fgr  FJIA  Tp. 
A26S4)  ;'  and  Rep.  Miller,  Uebr.,  supporting  REA  programs  and  the  bill  in  general 

(pp.  A26s4-5).  ' 

In  addition  to  statements  mr.de  dairing  consideration  of  . ame ndn ont s :  Rep. 
Abernothy,  Miss.,  spoke  in  favor  of  economy  but  objected  to -decreases  in  ACP , 
res  ear  ch,  REA,  EHA,  Sec,  32,  SCS,  school- lunch  program  (pp.  61-03“-6).  Rep.  Ran¬ 
kin,  'Miss.,  'Spoke  in  faVor  of  additional  REA  .funds  (pp.  6l07~6) .  Rep.  Murray, 
¥is.,  smoke  in  suppqrt  of  the  Sec.  32  cut  (p.  6108) .  Rep.  Cooley,  H.C. ,  objected 
to  EHA  cfuts  (pp.  *6120—2),  Reps.  Elannagan,  Ya. ,  and  Allen,  .La.,  -ohjcctcd  to 
ES  cuts'  (pp.6l31-3)r  hep.  Jensen,  Iowa,  spoko  against  SOS  reduction  (2-)p.6l34-5)  * 
Rep.’  Hope,  ''Hens'.,,  spo'ke  in  .support  of  the  Pl/ul  count;^  committees  (p.  6151). 

Reps.  Hill  and  Chenoweth,  Colo.,  spoke  .in  support  of  the  Sugar  Act  program  (p. 
6152),  Rep,  Hull,  '\'.ms.,  objected  .t’o  *REA,  EHA,  and  school-lu.nch  reductions-  (pp* 

6163-5).-  Rep.  Hoeven,  ’Iowa,  criticized  AGP,  SCS,  and  Sec.  32  cuts  (p,6l34). 


PERSONNEL.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.H,  1S45»  to  / 
provide  for  military  leave  for  Pederal  ei:5)loyees  who  are  members  of  the  Enlist 
^Reserve  Corps  (H.Rqpt.  4S3)  (p*  6lS2),  / 


CONTROL.  Rep*  Bolton,  Ohio,  discussed  loss  of  food  through  floods 
ii^uded  a  London  Sunday  Ejpress  article  on  the  subject  (p.  6lS2)., 

Received  from  the  War  Department  preliminary  flood  control*  rep o^^  on 
Qree^ich  Harbor  (Conn.),  Rock  Hall  Harbor  (Md.),  G-ila  River  (Ariz*y^d  Mo*), 
and  Li^e  Sioux  River  (Iowa)  (H,  Docs*  272,  273,  274,  275)  (pp.  ^1-2). 

1,  IIATIOIIAL  Boosts.  Received  a  Calif.  Legislature  memorial  o^pos^^g  H,R,  28j6,  to 
create  a  Re^ood  National  Park  and  national  forest  area  in  Caj^f*  (p*  6l82), 

SEmTE 

.TAXA,TION.  Passed^^2-3^»  with  amendments  H.R,  l,  the  iii|^idual  income  tax-re- 
^  duction  bill  (pp*  S^S-lOO).  Sens.  Millikin,  Taft,  Bi^fter,  George,  and  Barkley 
were  appointed  conferees  (p.  61OO)*  House  conferees^ot  yet  appointed. 

CORPORATIONS.  Received  fcom  the  Joint  Committee  oj^Reduction  of  Nonossential 
Eederal  Expenditures  a  ratoort  on  the  assets  of  2p  active  wholly-ovmed  Govern¬ 
ment  corporations  and  the subsidiaries,  1947jf  showing  total  assets  of 
$15,692,089,707*  To  Appropriations  Commit te§j^  (p.  6o6j.) 

TRE/.STJRY-POST  OFFICE  ^PROPR I IT^N  BILL,’ iq|?8.  Sen.  Hayden,  Ariz.,  submitted 
the  minority  views  of  the  Approp^ations^^ommittee  on  this  bill,  H.R,  2436  (S. 
Rept.  201,  pt.  2)  (p*  6067)* 

NOMINATION,  Confirmed  the  nominatio^i^f  Robert  A,  Lovett  to  be  Under  Secretary 
of  State  (pu.  6069,  6100) 

4  NATIONAL  FORESTS,  Received  a  CfJ^f*  Legig^ture  resolution  opposing  H.R.  2876, 

I  .  to  create  a  Redwood  National  ^3jK*k  and  a  national  forest  area  in  Caiif,(p,  6065) 

b.  HIGHlifAYS.  Received  a  Calif  j^egislature  resoW^ion  urging  tha.t  continued  Federal 
i  ,  appropriations  be  made  to^id  the  Sta.tes  in  th^l^^evelopment  6f  highways (p.6o66)* 

il.  CROP  INSUEUUTCE.  ReceivjfR  ah  Okla.  Legislature  roso^tion  \irging  tha.t  funds  be 
made  available  to  pa;v^he  1946  cotton  crop  losses  o^the  fa.rmers  of  Okla.  who 
hajd  Federal  crop  inj^rance  (p.  6o6d)  . 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

2.  WAR  POWERS.  HyR*  -3647,  by  Rep.  Michener,  Mich,  (by  request^  to  extend  certain 

poxvers  of  t^ff  President  under  title  III  of  the  Second  War  P^ers  Act.  To  Judi¬ 
ciary  Conm^tee.  (p*  6l82.) 

3*  Dairy  PEdCuCTS.  H*R,  3646,  by  Rep.  Johnson,  Ill,,  to  provide  eqi^table  relief 
to  cQjj^actors  supplying  dairy  products  to  armed  forces.  To  Judicliary  Comr* 

mitjff^  (p.  6182,} 

.4*  Hiffll^AYS.  H.R,  3660,  by  Rep.  Hand,  N.J.,  to  establish  a  National  Supe:i\?.gh\\ray 
yA^ommission  in  order  to  provide  for  the  making  of  plans  and  surveys  for  con- 
XXstruction  of  a  national  superhighv/ay  system.  To  Public  Works  Committee. Ql^^82. 

r«  GRAZING  LANDS,  S,  1359i  "by  Son.  Hatch,  N.  Mex. ,  providing  for  the  administra-^ii^ 
tion  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  of  certain  lands  in  certain  v;estern 
States,  valuable  for  grazing,  acquired  by  the  U.S.  under  the  various  relief 


-  4  - 


and  energency  acts.  To  Public  Lands  Connittee.  (p,  6067.) 

IT  MS  IN  APPENDIX 


l6»  ELCT5^  COl'^ROL.  Pop,  Angcll,  Oreg. ,  inserted  David  C.  Warner's  (Ohio,.Pub^c 
Dept.)  statement  on  flood  control  and  soil  conservation  needs  igrOhio 

(pp.  • 


17*  *  EXPEND  ITu^S.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Springer, Ihd. ,  urging  j^duct  ion  in 
Federal  e^enditures  arjd  inserting  an  Indianapolis  Star  editori^  on  tHe  sub¬ 
ject  (pp.  2^667-8). 


IS,  FOOD  SUPPLY^  Macy,  N.Y, ,  inserted  his  recent  address  lyl  national  resources 

referring  parti^larly  to  food  supplies  and  protesting  de^ruction  of  potato 
^  _sui^lujes  (-pp.  A^73“'^)* 


19.  INPOENATION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Bryson,  S..;C,-,  commending  the  Fruits 
and  Vegetable  Market  News  service  (p.  A2676), 


20.  FARM  PRICES.  Rep.  Judd,  Minn,,  inserted  Chester  D.  Tripp's  discussion  of  agri¬ 
cultural  prices  (pp.  A26'jG~-~l) , 


21.  WOOL.  Sen,  Hatch,  N.Mex.,  inerted  a.Nashinj^on  Evening  Sta,r  editorial  opposing 
the  House  version  of  the  wool\ill  and  reln^/cing  to  some  of  the  problems  that 
confront  the  wool  grovrers  (p. 


22.  SMALL  BUSINESS.  Extension  of  rena,rl^of^ep.  Patman,  Tex.,  commendin^j  the  RFC 
program  for  loans  to  small  b\isiness\^.  A265S-9‘)  • 


23.  ST.  LAURSI''^CE  WATERVJAY.  Rep.  Butler inserted  a  Brotherhood  of  Railway  and 
Steamship  Clerks.'  letter  opposin^this  ]\oject  (pp.  -^2665-6).  " 


24.  PUBLIC  DEBT...  Rep.  Dirksen,  Il^»  inserted  ^is  sta.tement  before  the  House  Kays 
and  Means  Committee  presentj^  a  plan  to  red^e  the  public  debt  (pp.A2669--72)  • 


25*  SUGAR  RATIONING.  Ram.  Ro£^s,  Mass.,  inserted  H^old  L,  Ickes'  article  criticis 
ing  the  sugar-rat ioning^ro gram  (pp,  A2675“6). 


26.  HOUSING.  Rep.  Dirks^^  Ill.,  inserted  an  analysis  b^Mi.D.  Bodfish  and  A.Fergu-' 
son  of  the  Taft-Wa^j^r-Ellender  housing  bill  (pp.  A2o^— 6). 


-  o  - 


COI-MITTEE-HEARING^E^lNOUNCEllENTS  for  Mcy  29:  S.  Agriculture,  fe^Ulizer  bill.  (Ander¬ 
son  to  testify)^S.  Foreign  Relations,  St.  La.vjrence  Seaway;  S,  Sr^ll  Business, steel 
heanings;  S.  I^bor  and  Public  Welfare,  Taft  hea.lth  bill;  H,  Agriculture,  long-range 
farm  prograi^^H,  Ba,nking  and  Currency,  RFC  exter^ion;  H,  Educa.tion  La.bor,  Fed¬ 
eral  aid.  tQ|r  educa.tion;  H,  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments,  Reorganization 
nlans  1  2;  H.  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  bills  reported  by  suba^mnittees 

(ex.);  ^Public  Lands,  mining  bills  (Sieker  to  testify);  H,  Rules,  Min^als  Re- 
sourc^r  Division;  H.  Ways  and  Means,  general  tax  revision. 


—  o- — 


F(^  sunplcmental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to,  ^11 
:t,  4654  or  send  to  Room  113  Adm,  Arra.ngoments  majr  be  made  to  be  kept  advise 


routinely,  of  developments  on  anj^  particular  bill, 
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laintenance  rations  could  be  fed  to  dairy 
erds,  and  the  milk  output  is  known  to  have 
faJjen  substantially. 

Nearly  100.000  acres  of  winter  wheat  have 
hadTto  be  written  oflf  as  a  total  loss. 

ward  of  a  hundred  thousand  tons  of 
have  been  lost  to  human  consump- 


pair  the  ravages  as  quickly  as  possi- 
jt  the  land  into  a  condition  to  grow 
Is  year’s  harvests  is  a  race  against 


potati 
tlon. 

"To  n 
ble  and 
food  for  t: 
time. 

“All  possifeje  steps  are  being  taken  to  clear 
the  land  of  wfeter,  but  without  financial  help 
many  of  the  farmers  who  have  lost  so  much 
alre^y  will  no^  be  in  a  position  to  tackle 
their  part  of  the^job. 

“The  National  \parmers’  Union,  therefore, 
has  decided  to  la'unch  an  appeal  for  con¬ 
tributions  to  its  agricultural  disaster  fund. 
The  proceeds  of  this\fund  will  be  devoted  to 
mitigating  the  crlppl^g  nature  of  the  losses. 

"The  damage  is  so  ^eat  that  the  agricul¬ 
tural  Industry  alone  ca^jinot  cover  the  whole 
of  the  cost.  In  consultation  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  a  fully  representative  national  com¬ 
mittee  is  being  set  up  to  aJjpiinister  the  fund 
and  a  similar  committee  Will  be  appointed 
for  each  county.  \ 

“The  purpose  of  this  fund  ik  to  mitigate,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  effects  the  weather 
catastrophe  on  the  food  situatlpn.  The  ap¬ 
peal  does  not  cover  the  ordinafV  household 
and  personal  losses  due  to  the  flwpds,  which 
are  the  province  of  the  appeal  issued  by  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  London.  The  two  a»eals  will 
not  conflict.  \ 

“The  union  adds  that  the  urgenc^of  the 
appeal  cannot  be  overestimated.  Everyone 
in  any  way  connected  with  agriculture  siiould 
send  a  donation  as  quickly  as  possible  td».the 
Agricultural  Disaster  Fund,  National  Faipi- 
ers’  Union,  45  Bedford  Square,  Londi^, 
W.  C.  1.”  \ 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Speaker,'' 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  on 
the  agricultural  appropriation  bill.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  W 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  frofn 
Maine? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  have  reviewed  this  bill  and  the  accom¬ 
panying  report  and  am  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  regarding  some  of  the  reqOmmen- 
dations  that  affect  appropriations  for  our 
Federal  activities  in  forest  conservation. 
The  conservation  idea  and  the  need  for 
Federal  leadership  to  advance  it  received 
its  first  great  impetus  in  the  Republican 
administration  of  Theodore  Roosevelt. 
From  time  to  time  both  parties  have 
further  implemented  the  movement  but 
never  to  the  extent  warranted  by  its  im¬ 
portance. 

We  are  now  well  into  the  adjustment 
period  of  the  postwar  era  and  are  striv¬ 
ing  desperately  to  build  the  foundations 
for  a  soimd  econo'my  geared  to  new  con¬ 
ditions.  We  are  seeking  to  build  up  our 
national  strength  to  meet  new  respon¬ 
sibilities  at  home  and  abroad.  Natural 
resources,  which  have  always  played  such 
an  important  part  in  our  industrial  de¬ 
velopment,  have  been  severely  depleted 
by  the  war  and  also  by  peacetime  years 
of  wasteful  exploitation.  We  have  a  tre¬ 
mendous  job  of  rehabilitation  to  under¬ 
take  in  connection  with  forest  resources. 
In  view  of  this  situation  I  question 
whether  this  is  not  the  time  to  strengthen 
rather  than  weaken  Federal  leadership  in 
conservation. 

In  reducing  appropriations  to  the 
United  States  Forest  Service  by  nearly 


$16,000,000  we  are  not  striking  at- 
some  temporary  wartime  activity  foi* 
which  a  need  no  longer  exists,  but  at  the 
heart  of  the  conservation  movement  in 
the  United  States.  It  is  difficult  to/iin- 
derstand  in  what  way  the  public  interest 
is  served  by  withholding  lncreased.4unds 
to  administer  sales  of  national  forest 
timber  at  a  time  of  unprecedented  de¬ 
mand.  What  possible  public  interest  is 
served  by  completely  wiping --out  funds 
for  the  administration  of  i^ildlife  re¬ 
sources  on  national  forest'?  A  large 
segment  of  our  people  are  Qshermen  and 
the  building  up  of  this  for^i  of  recreation 
is  inevitably  a  responsibility  of  land 
managing  agencies.  A/e  we  to  under¬ 
stand  that  this  field  is  to  be  neglected  or 
handled  only  incidentally  by  the  largest 
single  land  managjhg  agency  in  the 
United  States?  Siihilar  questions  could 
be  asked  regardii«  other  appropriation 
actions  in  the  bill  as  they  bear  on  the 
administration  jjf  our  national  forestsj 
In  my  own  r^ion,  we  have  millions  ofi 
acres  produciij/k  wood  products  at  only  a: 
fraction  of  the  rate  at  which  they  are: 
capable  of  growing  it.  Our  forest  in-^ 
dustries  ar^  land  owners  are  struggling' 
with  man#  problems  incident  to  a  shift, 
from  the* wasteful  liquidation  policy  of 
past  yedrs  to  one  of  conservation  and 
manaMment.  We  are  seriously  hamp¬ 
ered  in  our  efforts  by  lack  of  knowledge 
and  ^formation  in  this  new  philosophy^ 
of  ^est  management.  Our  forests  suf-' 
fey”  not  only  from  lack  of  good  manage-; 

fent  practices  but  also  from  damages  b# 
sects  and  disease  which  good  manage-; 
ent  could  do  much  to  control.  The. 
information  and  techniques  required  to 
ut  my  region  back  on  its  feet  as  a 
ading  forest  products  region  stems* 
1  k?ni  research.  | 

am  particularly  concerned  by  the' 
heaVw  reduction  in  funds  for  the  forest; 
surv^.  This  basic  inventory  of  forest; 
resourUjes  is  essential  to  the  sound  plan-j 
ning  ot,  conservation  program  by  both' 
Governikent  and  private  agencies.  Ini 
areas  wh^re  it  has  been  under  way  forj 
some  time,  industry  has  time  and  again 
consulted  tfie  results  of  this  survey  for- 
guidance  in\the  establishment  of  new 
enterprises  Syid  the  development  of; 
policies.  \  ^ 

We  need  thi^survey  in  the  Northeast' 
and  I  am  concerned  over  any  action  that 
will  present  a  hazard  to  the  early  pros¬ 
ecution  of  this  wor 
We  have  a  large  liymiber  of  small  forest 
industries  in  our  territory  which  need 
the  guidance  of  reseaVh  in  forest  prod¬ 
ucts.  Our  large  indus^’ies  have  profited 
in  the  past  by  the  r^ults  of  Federal 
research  in  forest  products.  A  vital  part 
of  the  conservation  concept  is  the  fuller 
use  of  what  resources  wd.  have  and  a 
reduction  in  research  along  these  lines 
Is  not  consistent  with  sound  economy. 

For  these  reasons  I  am  concerned  that 
the  report  on  this  bill  recommends  re¬ 
ductions  in  appropriations  for  vitally  im¬ 
portant  phases  of  research  in  forestry., 
This  recommendation  certainly  is  hot  in 
accord  with  the  current  recognition  of 
the  needs  for  an  aggressive  program  of 
scientific  research  which  has  already; 
been  recognized  by  the  Congress  in  other  i 
fields. 


,,  My  vote  for  this  bill  will  be  with 
great  reluctance.  I  am  not  satisfied  that 
tho  effects  of  reductions  affecting  forest 
conservation  have  been  fuUy  aj,^raised 
and  I  question  whether  at  tl^time  we 
can  affo/d  to  weaken  Feder^lneadership 
in  a  movement  of  such  i^nificance  to 
our  national  lyelfare. 

FILING  OF  slS’PLES^TAL  REPORT 

Mr.  ROSS.  Mr^peaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  iile  a  supplemental  re¬ 
port  on  the  bil^.  R.  673. 

The  SPEAjEEER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request-- of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  / 

Theae  was  no  objection. 

/  EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS  ■ 

•-^Ir.  PHILBIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  recent  article  from 
the  New  York  Times-.  - 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1948. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1948,  with  Mr.  Herter 
in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  economy  of  this 
country  is  anchored  to  agriculture. 
Only  a  casual  glance  into  the  economic 
history  of  agriculture  will  definitely  re¬ 
veal  that  it  sets  and  controls  the  pat¬ 
terns  of  the  varied  and  sundry  indus¬ 
tries  of  America.  The  agricultural  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  are  second 
to  that  of  no  other  section  of  the  world. 
Agriculture  is  the  very  backbone  of 
American  industry  and,  more  important 
at  this  particular  time,  to  it  the  entire 
world  looks  for  food  and  clothing.  It  is 
an  accepted  fact  that  prospering  agri¬ 
culture  procreates  a  general  prosperity. 
Conversely,  a  stagnant  economy  trails 
its  failure. 

How  do  we  account  for  this?  It  is  due 
entirely  to  the  fact  that  the  millions 
upon  millions  of  farm  families  spread 
out  and  across  every  county  and  State 
of  these  United  States  constitute  the 
largest,  most  desirable  and  most  imme¬ 
diate  market  for  all  American  industry. 
It  is  a  market  which  prevails  the  year 
around  for  all  products  of  every  kind 
and  of  every  character,  whether  they  be 
automobiles  or  trucks,  hardware  or 
household  goods,  petroleum  or  electrical 
appliances — everything  of  every  kind 
made  by  American  industry  and  Ameri¬ 
can  labor.  Strike  down  their  prosper¬ 
ity  and  you  strike  down  the  prosperity 
of  more  than  140,000,000  American  peo¬ 
ple.  This  is  an  irrefutable  fact.  Time 
and  time  again  it  has  happened.  It  can 
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happen  again.  And  it  wiil  happen  again 
if  this  agricultural  appropriation  bill, 
H.  R.  3601,  and  others  like  it,  are  meted 
out  to  the  hardest  working  group  of 
people  on  the  face  of  this  planet — the 
American  farmers. 

Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  have  our 
farm  people  done  to  deserve  the  treat¬ 
ment  which  they  are  given  by  this  leg¬ 
islation?  Can  we  not  recall  that  it  has 
only  been  a  few  years  since  we  stripped 
the  farms  of  their  young  men  and  sent 
them  away  to  fight  the  battles  for  free¬ 
dom.  The  farms  were  left  in  the  hands 
of  their  fathers  and  mothers  who  pro¬ 
duced  the  food  and  fiber  necessary  to 
win  a  great  war.  Many  of  them  were 
aged.  Many  w«re  physically  unable  to 
toil  the  long  hours  essential  to  the 
planting,  cultivation,  and  harvesting  of 
crops.  Farm  work  is  hard  work.  But 
they  did  the  job.  And  they  did  it  with 
a  shortage  of  labor,  a  shortage  of  fer¬ 
tilizer,  a  shortage  of  machinery,  a  short¬ 
age  of  everything  but  a  courage  and  a 
will  to  back  their  sons  who  had  gone 
away  to  war,  many  of  whom  never  re¬ 
turned.  Never  before  in  the  annals  of 
American  agriculture  has  there  been 
such  an  abundance  of  production — 
enough  to  feed  and  clothe  the  entire 
world.  For  the  farm  folk  there  were  no 
strikes,  no  shut-downs,  no  sit-downs, 
nothing  but  work,  work,  work.  And,  as 
they  were  going  about  this  great 
achievement  they  were  fast  depleting 
and  bleeding  white  the  fertility  of  their 
soil.  By  good  practices  under  the  skill¬ 
ful  supervision  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  this  fertility  can  be  restored. 
Cripple  the  program,  as  this  bill  will  do, 
and  you  turn  your  back  on  the  great 
sacrifice  which  the  farm  people  of  this 
country  made  to  win  a  great  war. 

It  has  not  been  so  many  years,  Mr. 
Chairman,  since  you  could  purchase 
with  one  $20  bill  almost  all  the  corn  or 
wheat  or  cotton  one  man  could  produce 
in  a  year’s  crop.  And  when  that  situa¬ 
tion  plagued  the  American  farmer,  like 
the  cancer  it  is,  it  ate  away  the  stability 
of  every  other  segment  of  American  in¬ 
dustry.  They  were  left  with  a  short 
market.  Ordinarily  you  would  think 
that  we  had  learned  our  lesson,  that  we 
had  become  wiser  and  would  profit  from 
our  ignorance  and  mistakes  of  the  past. 
But  apparently  that  is  not  the  case,  at 
least  with  many  in  our  midst,  for  here 
today  we  have  the  majority  party,  the 
Republican  Party,  now  most  favored  by 
our  farm  people,  sabotaging  the  Depart¬ 
ment  cf  Agriculture  and  driving  agri¬ 
cultural  industry  back  to  those  bleak, 
dark  days  of  the  early  thirties. 

I  ask  you  again,  why  this  treatment 
for  our  farm  folk?  What  have  they 
done  to  merit  such?  Have  they  not  met 
all  production  goals  set  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture?  Beyond  the 
South,  last  year,  possibly  in  a  forgetful 
moment — and  for  this  we  forgive  them — 
did  they  not  vote  overwhelmingly  Re¬ 
publican?  Sure  they  did.  Then  why  is 
the  Republican  Party  meting  out  to  them 
such  treatment  as  is  proposed  in  this 
bill?  There  could  be  but  one  reason  and 
that,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  to  smooth  the  way 
for  the  Knutson  tax-relief  bill — the  bill 
which  evidences  the  great  love  and  af¬ 


fection  which  the  Republican  Party  har¬ 
bors  for  those  who  are  so  “unfortunate” 
as  to  have  incomes  of  “only”  $300,000 
or  more  per  annum.  Its  love  for  this 
group  is  a  fact  which  everyone  so  well 
knows  but  so  often  forgets. 

REPUBLICANS  PRAISE  THE  AGRICULTURAL 

programs 

For  the  soil  conservation,  rural  elec¬ 
trification,  tenant  purchase,  agricultural 
research,  school  lunch,  and  other  agri¬ 
cultural  programs  Hie  Republicans  have 
heretofore  had  but  the  highest  praise. 
Also  their  support.  But  on  the  other 
hand  they  have  promised  that  $300,000- 
a-year  man  that  they  were  going  to  re¬ 
duce  his  taxes  whereby  his  take-home 
income  would  be  increased  more  than 
$40,000  per  year  over  that  at  present. 
And  these  “unfortunate”  people  have  put 
the  squeeze  on  our  Republican  friends 
to  fulfill  that  promise.  In  order  to  carry 
it  out  they  are  going  to  kick  the  slats 
out  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  American  farmer.  Well,  they 
may  do  it  but  they  will  rue  the  day  when 
they  do. 

Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  heard 
Member  after  Member  on  the  Repub¬ 
lican  side  bemoan  the  American  dollars 
which  the  so-called  New  Deal  admin¬ 
istration  was  pouring  into  Europe  for 
relief.  And  simultaneously  they  have 
bemoaned  the  fact  that  we  do  so  little 
for  our  own  people.  On  this  proposition 
I  noticed  an  interesting  contrast  which 
appeared  on  the  front  page  of  a  local 
daily  newspaper  under  date  of  May  22, 
In  one  column  I  found  the  headline, 
“Agriculture  budget  cut  38  percent.  House 
subcommittee  lops  off  four  hundred  mil¬ 
lions,”  and  lo  and  behold,  in  another 
column  appeared  the  headline,  “House 
votes  three  hundred  and  fifty  millions 
foreign  relief.”  The  relief  bill  passed 
the  House  288  to  86.  The  dissenting 
votes  are  only  about  one-third  the  vot¬ 
ing  strength  of  the  Republicans  in  the 
House,  and  by  no  means  were  all  of  those 
86  dissenters  Republicans.  Now  I  am 
not  going  to  quarrel  with  those  who  feel 
that  America,  two  long  years  after  the 
war  and  after  two  full  crops  have  been 
made  in  Europe,  should  continue  to  feed 
and  clothe  the  people  of  Europe.  I  do 
not  agree  with  you,  and  I  voted  accord¬ 
ingly.  But  I  do  say  that  you  should 
not  make  the  American  farmer  pay  the 
entire  bill.  It  is  not  just  and  it  is  not 
fair. 

We  all  recognize  the  interest  which 
every  American  has  in  maintaining  the 
fertility  of  our  soil,  our  greatest  natural 
resource.  Most  of  our  people  own  no 
farm  land  but  upon  the  land  and  its  pro¬ 
ductivity  are  each  and  all  of  us  dependent 
for  our  food  and  clothing.  We  were 
late  in  awakening  to  the  fact  that  our 
soils  were  being  fast  depleted  through 
erosion,  bad  farming  practices,  and  so 
forth.  But  we  did  realize  the  serious¬ 
ness  of  the  situation  in  time  to  about-face 
and  in  time  to  safeguard  the  fertility 
of  our  soils  for  ourselves  and  for  gen¬ 
erations  yet  unborn.  This  was  accom¬ 
plished  through  the  soil-conservation 
program,  which,  as  everyone  knows,  pro¬ 
poses  from  year  to  year  certain  sound 
farm  practices  for  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  as  an  incentive,  pays  about  one- 
third  of  the  cost  through  the  AAA.  The 


soil  being  our  greatest  natural  resource 
and  it  being  essential  that  it  be  preserved 
for  posterity,  I  think  it  good  business  for 
the  Government  to  offer  the  incentive 
payments. 

COMMITMENT  FOR  1947  AAA  PAYMENTS 

Last  year  the  Congress  wrote  into  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  language 
whereby  there  could  be  no  misunder¬ 
standing  as  to  what  amount  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  expend  in  the  program. 

It  was  made  crystal  clear  that  the 
amount  would  be  $300,000,000  for  AAA 
payments  and  administrative  costs. 
Agricultural  agents  of  this  Government 
set  up  the  1947  program  to  fit  the  pattern 
and  told  the  American  farmer  what  the 
Congress  had  agreed  to  do  by  contract — 
signed,  sealed,  and  delivered.  Now  here 
at  this  eleventh  hour,  the  Republican- 
controlled  Appropriations  Committee 
brings  to  the  floor  of  this  House  a  bill 
which  would,  in  face  of  that  solemn 
agreement,  reduce  the  Government’s 
participation  to  $165,000,000.  The  cut 
amounts  to  approximately  one-third  of 
the  European  relief  bill  they  passed  last 
week.  So,  the  American  farmer  is  not 
only  going  to  be  called  upon  to  put  up 
some  of  the  food  for  this  relief  but  also 
to  pay  one-third  of  the  bill  with  the  AAA 
payments  which  we  pledged  to  him  last 
year.  I,  for  one,  will  not  break  faith  with 
our  farm  people  and  will  certainly  vote 
for  the  amendment  to  restore  the  full 
appropriation. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  astounded  and 
surprised  that  my  Republican  friends 
would  cut  the  appropriation  one  dime 
below  the  budget  estimate  for  agricul¬ 
tural  research.  I  happen  to  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
which  wrote  and  presented  to  the 
Seventy-ninth  Congress  the  agricultural 
research  bill — the  so-called  Hope-Flan- 
nagan  Act,  in  honor  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  and  the  present  chairman  of 
my  great  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  and  my  distinguished 
friend  and  former  chairman,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  [Mr.  FlannaganI. 
There  was  no  politics  in  the  writing  and 
passage  of  that  bill.  It  had  the  unani¬ 
mous  support  of  our  committee,  of  the 
Congress  and  President  Truman. 

Every  segment  of  American  industry 
Is  carrying  on  extensive  research  except 
agriculture,  which  is  far  behind.  For 
year  after  year  prior  to  the  war,  we  were 
producing  great  surpluses  of  agricultural 
products.  For  the  potential  surpluses, 
new  uses  must  be  found,  and  this  par¬ 
ticularly  applies  to  cotton.  I  do  not  know 
as  much  about  the  problem  in  your  sec¬ 
tion  as  I  do  in  mine,  but  I  am  sure  that 
yours  is  no  different  from  mine.  In  the 
South  we  are  making  rapid  strides  in 
crop  rotation  and  industrial  develop¬ 
ment.  But,  irrespective  of  the  latter,  the 
South  is  naturally  an  agricultural  coun¬ 
try  and  better  adapted  to  the  growing 
of  cotton  than  any  other  crop.  It  is  a 
great  crop.  It  has  many  uses.  But  for 
it,  other  uses  can  and  must  be  found. 
In  the  research  bill  we  have  placed  our 
hope.  Adequate  appropriations  to  carry  ' 
on  the  work  could  mean  for  us  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  prosperity  or  bank¬ 
ruptcy.  The  amount  sought — only 
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$9,500,000 — is  infinitesimal  compared 
with  the  national  budget.  And  I  hope 
you  will  support  the  amendment  to  be 
offered  to  restore  the  $3,500,000  cut  in 
the  appropriation. 

HTJHAt.  electrification 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  greatest  service  this 
Government  rendered  the  man  on  the 
farm  was  bringing  electricity — lights  and 
power — to  his  home.  Through  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  many  have 
been  afforded  the  comforts  of  power,  but 
on  the  whole  we  have  only  scratched  the 
surface.  I  want  to  see  every  farm  home 
in  this  country  electrified.  And  I  thought 
that  the  Republican  members  of  the 
Agricultural  Appropriations  Subcommit¬ 
tee  shared  a  similar  feeling.  Evidently 
I  am  mistaken,  for  they  have  cut  the 
budget  request  for  rural-electrification 
loans  by  more  than  $25,000,000  and  re¬ 
duced  the  administrative  funds  by  281/2 
percent.  I  am  reliably  informed  that 
this  will  seriously  slow  down  the  work  in 
REA,  create  bottlenecks  in  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  applications,  and  mean  that  25- 
percent  fewer  farm  people  can  receive 
electricity  in  1948  than  if  these  cuts  were 
restored,  and  this  is  a  conservative  figure. 
It  has  been  well  said  that  REA  will  not 
use  any  more  money  than  it  needs,  so  why 
should  not  the  Congress  give  it  an  ade¬ 
quate  loan  authorization?  I  want  to  see 
electricity  wired  into  every  farm  home  in 
my  district,  as  well  as  yours;  and  I  would 
like  to  see  it  get  there  before  some  of 
our  people  get  too  old  to  use  it.  They 
have  waited  a  long,  long  time.  So,  please 
gentlemen,  let  us  all  join  together  in 
making  an  adequate  appropriation  for 
rural  electrification.  The  money  appro¬ 
priated  will  be  paid  back  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  interest,  and  the  farms  elec¬ 
trified  will  be  increased  in  value.  REA 
pays  its  way;  it  is  self-sustaining  and 
self-liquidating.  Let  us  not  hamper  or 
hamstring  the  activity  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  in  its  effort 
and  activity  toward  electrifying  every 
farm  home  in  America. 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

I  also  deplore  the  complete  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  farm  tenant  purchase  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion.  In  this  program  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  our  veterans  are  looking  to 
the  opportunity  of  home  and  farm  own¬ 
ership.  And  unless  you  restore  these 
funds  then  they  will  have  no  other  real 
source  to  which  they  may  resort  for  this 
assistance.  The  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration  has  helped  many  of  our  people 
to  become  home  owners  and  substantial 
citizens.  It  is  sheer  nonsense  to  cut  the 
throat  of  the  program  in  the  name  of 
economy  when  it  is  good  economy  to  offer 
reasonable  assistance  to  be  repaid  to 
those  who  are  earnestly  striving  toward 
a  substantial  position  in  life. 

There  are  other  false  economies  in  this 
bill.  Many  of  them.  Many  have  been 
developed  by  previous  speakers.  Others 
will  be  developed  by  those  to  follow.  I 
hope  you  will  join  with  us  in  eliminating 
the  many  wrongs  done  the  American 
farmer. 

FOR  ECONOMY 

1  want  to  say  now  and  have  it  definitely 
imderstood  that  you  Republicans  have 


no  monopoly  on  economy.  The  record 
since  the  war  discloses  many  reductions 
and  rescissions  of  appropriations  by  a 
Democratic  Congress.  I  have  in  many 
Instances  voted  for  reductions  and  I  shall 
vote  for  others  but  I  refuse  to  cut  the 
heart  out  of  the  appropriation  bill  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  This  is 
not  economy.  It  is  sabotage. 

I  favor  the  elimination  of  duplication. 
I  favor  the  elimination  of  overlapping 
agencies.  I  favor  dismissal  of  its  many 
unnecessary  high-paid  executives,  super¬ 
visors,  and  administrators.  These  things 
the  bill  will  not  accomplish.  On  the 
contrary,  judging  by  previous  actions  of 
other  departments,  these  high  executives 
will  be  retained  and  the  lay-offs  made 
at  the  local  level.  There  is  nothing  seri¬ 
ously  wrong  with  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
grams.  The  trouble  is  that  these  high 
executives  make  the  cost  unnecessarily 
high.  Economy  should  be  practiced  at 
the  high  level,  and  I  favor  such.  But  in 
this  bill  we  find  our  Republican  friends 
sabotaging  the  programs  instead  of  re¬ 
ducing  the  cost.  This  is,  indeed,  poor 
economy. 

CONCLUSION 

When  we  look  back  upon  the  early 
thirties  we  recall  38-cent  wheat,  32-cent 
corn,  16-cent  oats,  3-cent  hogs,  4-cent 
beef,  and  6-cent  cotton.  It  makes  me 
shudder  to  think  <  f  it.  Since  then,  under 
a  good  farm  program,  we  have  come  a 
long  way.  Our  farm  people  are  fairly 
prosperous  again.  They  offer  a  market 
now  for  hundreds  of  thousands  of  auto¬ 
mobiles  and  trucks,  for  200,000  tractors 
a  year,  for  more  than  $400,000,000  worth 
of  household  goods,  building  materials  of 
more  than  a  billion  dollars’  worth,  and 
so  on,  and  on  and  on.  They  are  not  the 
same  people  that  you  knew  15  years  ago. 
They  are  prosperous,  content,  and  happy. 
So  are  all  of  us.  But  legislation  of  this 
character  will  drive  them  back  to  a  de¬ 
pression  economy  and  the  rest  of  Amer¬ 
ica  will  go  back  with  them.  Let  us  not 
act  too  hurriedly,  else  we  turn  back  to 
the  dark  days  of  years  gone  by. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
to  announce  that  on  yesterday  when  the 
Committee  rose  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  bill  had  been  read,  and  the  reading 
of  the  bill  will  be  resumed  with  the  sec¬ 
ond  paragraph. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

The  pending  agricultural  appropria¬ 
tions  bill  represents  a  betrayal  of  the 
American  farmer  by  the  Republican  ma¬ 
jority  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Democratic  members  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  did  what  they  could  to 
prevent  this  ill-considered  measure  from 
coming  to  the  floor.  Last  Friday,  when 
the  full  Committee  on  Appropriations 
met  to  give  final  consideration  to  the 
measure,  we  demanded  and  secured  12 
roll-call  votes  in  committee  in  an  effort 
to  stop  the  steam  roller  of  the  majority, 
but  to  no  avail.  They  had  the  votes.  Let 
It  be  said  for  the  record,  that  when  the 
roll  call  was  taken  on  reporting  the  bill 
every  Democrat  on  the  committee,  with 
possibly  one  exception,  voted  against  the 
bill. 

During  my  brief  service  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  I  had  never  seen  that 


happen  before.  It  would  not  have  hap¬ 
pened  had  there  not  been  something 
drastically  wrong  with  the  bill.  Why  is 
this  bill  so  unattractive,  so  unacceptable 
to  the  friends  of  agriculture?  Why  do  I 
say  that  it  is  a  slap  in  the  face  for  the 
American  farmer?  Is  it  because  the  bill 
provides  certain  economies?  No.  Demo¬ 
crats  favor  economies  in  administration 
and  other  savings  wherever  they  can 
safely  be  made.  There  are  numerous 
economies  in  the  bill  which  I  favor  and 
stand  ready  to  defend.  But  here  are 
some  of  the  reasons  why  the  bill  is  so 
intolerable.  Some  of  these  facts  should 
be  made  crystal  clear  in  the  outset  of  this 
debate  today. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 

Last  year  Congress  passed  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Research  and  Marketing  Act, 
which  was  hailed  by  friends  of  agri¬ 
culture  as  perhaps  the  most  important 
forward  step  in  agriculture  within  a  gen¬ 
eration.  The  President  asked  for  the 
coming  year  the  sum  of  $19,000,000  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  legislation. 
What  happened  ?  The  bill  before  us  pro¬ 
vides  the  wholly  inadequate  sum  of 
$6,000,000  for  this  purpose. 

I  am  a  member  of  the  War  Department 
Subcommittee,  which  on  tomorrow  will 
report  out  the  annual  Military  Establish¬ 
ment’s  bill,  requiring  something  over 
$5,000,000,000.  In  that  bill  more  than 
$200,000,000  will  be  requested  for  research 
and  development.  We  are  providing  this 
year  in  the  Navy  for  a  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  program  which  will  cost  $34,- 
000,000.  Yes;  we  are  being  asked  to  pro¬ 
vide  $250,000,000  for  atomic  research,  but 
this  pending  bill  denies  the  relatively 
small  amount  requested  for  research  un¬ 
der  the  Hope-Flannagan  Act  for  the 
basic  industry  of  America,  and  I,  for  one, 
will  not  support  such  a  short-sighted  and 
indefensible  policy. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  happened  to  be 
a  member  of  the  committee  which  re¬ 
ported  the  bill  to  which  the  gentleman 
has  referred,  which  was  named  in  honor 
of  our  distinguished  chairman,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope],  and 
our  former  distinguished  chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Flan- 
nagan]  .  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  voted  for  the  bill  when 
it  passed  last  year? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  think  the  gentleman 
is  correct  in  his  statement. 

SECTION  32 

This  bill  does  great  violence  to  the 
cause  of  agriculture  in  repudiating  the 
section  32  provision  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act.  Section  32  provides 
that  30  percent  of  tariff  receipts  may  be 
used  to  dispose  of  agricultural  surpluses 
and  otherwise  promote  the  cause  of  agri¬ 
culture.  After  all,  the  tariff  protects  in¬ 
dustry  and  makes  it  necessary  for  the 
farmer  to  pay  a  higher  price  for  many  of 
the  things  required  on  the  farm  and  why 
should  not  a  portion  of  the  tariff  receipts 
be  used  in  the  interest  of  the  farmer. 
Section  32  is  one  of  the  most  effective 
provisions  for  agriculture  ever  written 
Into  law — past  achievements  prove  that 
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point — and  the  provision  in  this  bill 
which  nullifies  that  law  Is  a  step  toward 
a  prostrate  and  bankrupt  agriculture. 
That  is  another  reason  why  I  Join  with 
others  in  crying  out  against  this  measure 
now  before  us. 

AAA  PAYMENTS 

The  bill  provides  $164,000,000  for  the 
so-called  AAA  soil-conservation  pay¬ 
ments  Instead  of  the  $300,000,000  re¬ 
quested  by  the  President.  If  the  $300,- 
000,000  is  not  provided,  the  farmer  will 
be  shamefully  betrayed.  That  is  true 
because  Congress  will  have  broken  the 
pledged  word  of  the  Government  to  the 
American  farmer,  and  in  my  book  a 
breach  of  faith  cannot  be  defended  in 
the  name  of  economy  or  any  other  name. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  whether  the  AAA 
program  is  good  or  bad.  Many  Members 
of  Congress  and  many  dirt  farmers  differ 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  program.  It  can 
be  agreed  that  the  AAA  program  is  far 
from  perfect.  But  my  point  is  that  when 
the  farmer  began  his  1947  crop  he  had  a 
right  to  believe  that  the  $300,000,000  pro¬ 
gram  would  be  carried  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MAHON.  If  we  consult  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  containing  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
on  March  8,  1946,  we  read  where  the 
House  pledged  itself  to  carry  out  the 
$300,000,000  program.  If  we  consult  the 
President’s  budget  message,  which  was 
made  public  in  January,  the  beginning  of 
the  crop  year,  we  find  the  President 
makes  reference  to  “the  $300,000,000  pro¬ 
gram  to  which  we  are  committed  for  the 
crop  year  1947.’’ 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  full  amount  prom¬ 
ised  for  the  AAA  program  should  be  pro¬ 
vided.  The  question  is  not  an  involved 
problem  of  policy,  but  a  simple  question 
of  good  faith. 

son,  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

The  bill  provides  a  reduction  of 
$6,000,000  in  funds  requested  by  the 
President  to  carry  out  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program.  This  will  have  a  crippling 
effect  on  the  programs  of  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  districts  throughout  the  Nation.  I 
trust  the  House  will  restore  these  funds 
and  thereby  contribute  to  the  success  of 
one  of  the  important  forward  movements 
in  the  field  of  agriculture. 

SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM 

The  school-lunch  program  is  crippled 
by  the  bill — cut  approximately  in  half. 
There  are  differences  of  opinion  as  to 
the  merits  of  this  program.  I  person¬ 
ally  feel  that  the  program  has  great  pos¬ 
sibilities  and  that  it  should  be  continued, 
with  the  local  communities  and  States 
assuming  an  increasing  responsibility  for 
the  success  of  the  activity. 

FARM  TENANT  PURCHASE  PROGRAM 

The  bill  before  us  completely  repudi¬ 
ates  the  program  which  we  started  some 
time  ago  to  make  home  owners  out  of 
farm  tenants,  the  farm  tenant  purchase 


program.  There  is  not  a  dime  in  the  bill 
for  it.  Land  prices  are  high :  it  is  a  peril¬ 
ous  thing  to  go  into  the  purchase  of  farm 
land  but  certainly  it  was  unwise  for  the 
committee  completely  to  strike  from  the 
bill  any  funds  for  carrying  on  that  pro¬ 
gram.  I  stand  with  those  who  believe 
that  a  sound  American  agricultural  econ¬ 
omy  demands  farm  ownership  and  I  am 
not  willing  to  stop  that  program.  I  shall 
support  an  amendment  to  continue  the 
farm  tenant  purchase  program. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 

As  to  the  REA  program  I  should  like 
to  say  this :  The  cut  in  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  is  too  deep  and  will  have  a  tend¬ 
ency  to  hamper  the  successful  handling 
of  the  program.  Earlier  in  the  year 
threats  were  made  to  the  effect  that  the 
President’s  request  for  $225,000,000  in 
loan  funds  to  local  REA  cooperatives 
would  be  slashed.  Fortunately,  we  have 
been  able  to  prevent  that  being  done. 
Yet  the  bill  should  be  amended  to  provide 
an  additional  $25,000,000  in  REA  loans 
to  meet  the  original  requirement  which 
is  diminished  by  reason  of  the  transfer 
of  REA  financing  from  the  RFC  to  the 
Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  time  at  my  dis¬ 
posal  there  is  no  opportunity  for  me  to 
discuss  all  the  aspects  of  the  bill  in  which 
I  am  interested  and  I  must  conclude. 
Again  I  protest  the  ill-considered  and 
unwise  provisions  in  this  measure,  and 
urge  that  it  be  modified  along  the  lines 
suggested.  It  is  imperative  that  the 
friends  of  agriculture  cooperate  together 
in  keeping  faith  with  the  agricultural 
producers  of  the  Nation.  A  sound  and 
prosperous  agriculture  is  essential  to  the 
Nation’s  well-being. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  McGARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  Thursday  and  Fri¬ 
day  of  last  week,  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  at¬ 
tacked  the  operations  of  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange,  and  announced  that  he 
was  about  to  introduce  two  bills  which 
would  discourage  the  short  selling  which 
he  claims  has  taken  place  recently.  I 
regret  that  I  was  not  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  at  the  time  to  answer  the  gentle¬ 
man.  Having  been  a  stock  broker  for 
30  years,  I  feel  confident  that  I  am  qual¬ 
ified  to  defend  the  stock  exchange  and 
its  operations. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath],  as  did  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich],  on 
Thursday,  “Where  is  your  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  has  been  es¬ 
tablished  to  see  that  these  things  do  not 
happen?’’ 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Sabath]  boasts  that  it  was  through  his 
efforts  that  the  SEC  was  established. 
Does  he  now  repudiate  the  Commission 
which,  he  asserts,  was  brought  into  being 
by  his  valiant  crusade? 

’The  gentleman  belongs,  I  am  afraid 
to  say  to  that  New  Deal  school  of 
thought  which  believes  in  getting  the 
Federal  Government  into  every  possible 
phase  of  American  life.  He  does  not 
seem  to  realize  that  the  people  are  fed 
up  with  the  Government  controls  and 


regulations  with  which  we  have  been 
hampered  during  the  past  13  years.  I, 
myself,  was  amazed  at  the  number  of 
people  who  called  me  when  I  was  in  Phil¬ 
adelphia  over  the  week-end,  to  protest 
Mr.  Sabath’s  savage  and  unwarranted 
attack. 

The  gentleman  will  not  get  far  with 
his  bill  to  provide  revenue  from  the  short 
sales  of  shares  of  stock,  grains,  cotton, 
or  other  allied  commodities,  or  his  bill 
to  prohibit  communication  of  false  in¬ 
formation  with  respect  to  securities  in 
certain  cases.  Not  only  is  there  no  need 
for  them  or  for  the  asinine  remarks 
which  accompanied  their  presentation 
on  the  floor  of  the  House,  but  public 
opinion  is  against  him. 

Mr.  Chairman,  to  prove  my  point  I 
Include  an  editorial  which  appeared  in 
the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  on  Saturday, 
May  24,  194'7.  I  should  also  like  to  in¬ 
sert  in  the  Record  a  dispatch  which 
was  transmitted  over  the  Dow-Jones 
news  ticker  relative  to  the  gentleman’s 
speech  on  stock  market  manipulations. 
[Prom  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  of  May 
24,  1947] 

SHOULD  PUT  UP  OR  SHUT  UP 

There  Is  no  excuse  for  Representative 
Adolph  J.  Sabath’s  savage  attack  on  current 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  operations,  which 
he  has  seen  flt  to  describe  as  “outrageous, 
crooked  dealings.” 

Wall  Street  has  long  been  a  favorite  target 
of  empty-headed  politicians  when  they  have 
run  out  of  other  topics,  but  Mr.  Sabath’s 
comprehensive  denunciation  is  too  vicious  to 
be  dismissed  as  run-of-the-mill  political 
oratory.  His  statements  and  predictions  are 
the  kind  that  no  one  should  be  allowed  to 
get  away  with. 

When  he  says,  “If  we  don’t  stop  the  short 
selling  and  gambling  on  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  we’ll  have  disaster  in  this  coun¬ 
try,”  and  that  he  is  “fearful  that  the  same 
thing  that  took  place  in  1929  to  1932  will  take 
place  ag^n  unless  we  put  a  stop  to  it,”  he  is 
going  off  the  deep  end. 

Emil  Schram,  president  of  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange,  has  made  the  only  possible 
retort  in  demanding  that  Sabath  either  pre¬ 
sent  proof  of  crooked  dealings  or  withdraw 
his  charges.  Prices  on  the  exchange  are  es¬ 
tablished  through  open  transactions.  The 
market  is  regulated  by  a  Government  agency, 
the  securities  and  exchange  commission, 
which  also  make  the  rules  to  regulate  short- 
selling. 

If  the  Congressman  has  any  Justifiable 
complaints  he  should  make  them  to  the  SEX3 
and  not  engage  in  wild,  reckless  and  com¬ 
pletely  unsupported  statements  that  can  only 
do  severe  damage  to  a  legitimate  institution 
and  legitimate  dealings  in  securities.  He 
should  put  up  or  shut  up. 

[Pi'om  Dow-Jones  news  ticker] 

STOCK  MARKET 

New  York. — Representative  Sabath,  Demo¬ 
crat,  Illinois,  yesterday  charged  that  dishon¬ 
est  manipulation  has  caused  the  recent  stock 
market  decline. 

The  stock  exchange  quickly  denied  the 
accusation  and  demanded  proof. 

Emil  Schram,  the  Exchange’s  president,  in 
a  wire  to  Representative  Sabath,  invited  him 
to  present  factual  proof  of  manipulative 
activities  on  the  exchange. 

He  added,  “If  you  do  not  have  any  factual 
information,  I  think  that  you  should  in  all 
decency  withdraw  what  you  have  said. 
Reckless  statements  of  the  character  you 
have  Just  put  out  are  damaging  to  our  public 
institutions.” 

Representative  Sabath,  in  a  statement  on 
the  House  floor,  attacked  short  selling  and 
said  he  would  introduce  today  a  bill  which 
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will  Impose  a  tax  of  6  percent  on  short 
selling.  He  also  said  such  sales  should  be 
abolished. 

In  answer  to  this,  Mr.  Schram’s  telegram 
declared  that,  ‘‘Short  selling  is  strictly  regu¬ 
lated  under  our  rules  and  those  of  the  Secur¬ 
ities  and  Exchange  Commission.  Copies  of 
these  regulations  are  available  to  you. 

“Credit  regulations  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System.  You  can,  of  course,  address 
your  complaints  on  that  score  to  that  agency. 
We  feel  here  that  one  of  the  causes  of  recent 
weakness  in  our  market  is  the  discriminatory 
restraint  upon  loans  to  millions  of  people 
who  own  securities  listed  on  the  national 
registered  exchanges.’’ 

In  Philadelphia,  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  said  it  had  received 
complaint  on  short  selling  from  Representa¬ 
tive  Sabath.  It  added  that  it  would  answer 
the  letter  but  had  no  further  comment  to 
make. 

It  was  recalled  that  Representative 
Sabath  had  sent  a  somewhat  similar  letter 
to  the  Commission  following  the  break  in  the 
market  on  September  3  last.  A  spokesman 
said  the  Commission  is  constantly  watching 
the  market  and  is  always  on  the  alert  for 
Indications  of  manipulation. 

The  Commission  has  not  sent  out  any 
general  questionnaires  on  stock-market 
trading  since  the  one  which  was  Issued  fol¬ 
lowing  the  break  on  September  3. 

Mr.  OWENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McGARVEY.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  OWENS.  I  recall  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  broke  in  to  say  that 
stock  on  the  stock  exchange  had  dropped 
75  percent  from  last  November.  I  have 
checked  it  and  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  60 
leading  stocks  have  dropped  2  points  and 
90  stocks  have  risen  1  point  during  that 
same  time. 

Mr.  McGARVEY.  I  thank  the  gen¬ 
tleman  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
speak  out  of  order  for  5  minutes,  as  the 
gentleman  did,  because  I  think  I  know 
a  little  something  about  the  laws  that  are 
administered  by  the  SEC. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far 
as  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Sabath]  is  concerned,  he  can  defend 
himself;  but  I  remember  in  the  late 
twenties  and  in  the  early  thirties  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath] 
was  one  of  the  first  men  in  this  House  or 
in  the  country  to  call  attention  to  what 
was  going  on  in  the  great  stock  ex¬ 
changes  of  the  United  States.  I  think  I 
have  a  right  to  speak  about  this  matter 
because  I  happen  to  be  the  author  of  the 
three  measures  that  are  now  adminis¬ 
tered  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission — the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
the  Stock  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  and  the 
Utilities  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935. 

A  department  of  the  Government  made 
the  statement  that  from  1922  to  1932 
there  had  been  issued  and  offered  to  the 
public  in  the  United  States  about  fifty 
billion  in  securities  and  that  their  judg¬ 
ment  was  twenty-five  billion  of  them 
were  not  worth  the  paper  upon  which 


they  were  written;  yet,  some  of  these 
people  who  had  been  Issuing  these  kind  of 
securities  came  down  here  and  said  that 
we  were  going  to  stop  the  issuance  of 
securities.  We  passed  a  bill  and  every 
decent  dealer  of  securities  in  the  United 
States  felt  like  his  stable  was  clean  and 
that  he  could,  therefore,  put  his  securi¬ 
ties  on  the  market. 

They  also  came  down  and  said  that  the 
stock  exchange  regulation  bill  would 
close  all  the  exchanges  in  the  country. 
One  president  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  since  that  bill  was  passed  said 
he  would  not  be  chairman  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange,  or  president,  or 
whatever  you  want  to  call  it,  unless  that 
bill  was  upon  the  statute  books.  And  it 
went  along  until  the  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935.  We  were  going  to  put  all  the 
private  utility  companies  in  the  United 
States  out  of  business,  and  today  there 
is  not  a  decent  operating  utility  in  the 
country  that  is  not  glad  to  have  these 
giant  holding  companies  taken  off  its 
back  so  that  it  can  operate  at  a  decent 
rate  to  the  public  and  pay  its  stock¬ 
holders. 

How  did  these  giant  holding  com¬ 
panies  make  their  money?  There  are 
only  two  ways  on  earth  that  one  of 
these  giant  holding  companies  can  make 
money.  One  is  by  the  manipulation  of 
stocks,  to  which  it  lends  itself  perfectly, 
and  the  other  is  by  milking  the  operat¬ 
ing  companies  at  the  bottom,  because  the 
operating  companies  are  the  only  ones 
in  the  whole  set-up  that  can  make  money. 
So,  it  matters  not  what  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  says  about  operating 
on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  I 
have  been  operating  with  them,  not  on 
them,  for  10  or  12  years,  and  I  say  to 
you  that  even  though  we  have  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission  with 
power  and  authority  to  look  into  these 
things,  that  somebody  has  got  to  be  on 
the  watchtower  in  a  time  like  this,  or  we 
may  sink  back  once  more  into  the  same 
condition  that  brought  about  the  debacle 
of  1929. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
interest  of  expedition,  I  think  we  ought 
to  read  the  next  paragraph.  We  have 
had  two  speeches  out  of  order  now,  and 
I  will  be  constrained  to  object  to  other 
similar  requests. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  have  5  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Will  not  the  gentle¬ 
men  let  the  next  paragraph  be  read? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  They  took  10  or  15 
minutes  talking  about  the  stock  ex¬ 
change.  Now,  the  most  grievous  error  in 
this  bill  has  not  been  mentioned. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  A  strict  construction 
of  the  rule  would  indicate  that  all  argu¬ 
ment  on  the  pro  forma  amendment  has 
been  exhausted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Has  the  gentleman 
made  a  motion? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No,  Mr.  Chairman; 
just  a  suggestion  that  we  read  the  next 
paragraph. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  That  is  not  the  rule 
of  the  House,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois.  On  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ments,  the  debate  has  not  been  ex¬ 
hausted.  I  have  been  trying  to  get 
recognition  here  for  10  or  16  minutes, 
and  1  have  seen  the  floor  taken  in  speak¬ 


ing  about  stock  exchanges  pro  and  con. 
I  would  like  to  talk  about  a  matter  that 
affects  the  farmers  of  this  Nation.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  taken  this  time 
to  talk  about  what  seems  to  be  the  for¬ 
gotten  man,  the  American  farmer.  The 
greatest  programs  that  have  ever  been 
instituted  for  the  benefit  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmers  are  soil  conservation  and 
rural  electrification.  I  want  to  talk  to 
you  for  a  moment  about  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion,  for  which  I  have  been  battling  for 
the  last  15  years. 

This  bill  cuts  down  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  ot  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  even 
though  the  recommendation  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  itself  is  far  below 
what  is  necessary  to  carry  on  the  elec¬ 
trification  program  for  the  next  fiscal 
year. 

Now,  remember,  we  are  still  behind, 
far  behind,  even  Japan  in  rural  electri¬ 
fication.  While  they  have  90  percent  of 
their  farms  electrified  and  while  Ger¬ 
many  has  90  percent  of  her  farms  elec¬ 
trified  and  while  Italy  and  France  have 
94  percent  of  their  farms  electrified,  we 
have  only  a  little  more  than  57.4  percent 
of  our  farms  electrified. 

The  farmers  of  this  Nation,  in  almost 
every  State  of  the  Union,  are  appealing 
and  pleading  for  funds  to  build  rural 
power  lines.  Every  dollar  of  this  money 
comes  back  with  interest.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  does  not  lose  a  dime. 

Besides,  it  invariably  doubles  the  value 
of  every  farm  it  touches,  in  providing 
conveniences,  relieving  drudgery,  pre¬ 
serving  foods,  promoting  health,  and  in¬ 
spiring  hope.  It  is  the  greatest  program 
ever  instituted  for  the  benefit  of  the  rural 
people  of  this  Nation.  I  want  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  fact  again  that 
there  was  a  larger  percentage  of  Ameri¬ 
can  farm  boys  who  went  into  this  war 
than  there  were  any  other  class  of  people 
in  the  United  States.  Now  they  have 
come  back  and  are  undertaking  to  make 
a  living  under  adverse  conditions,  when 
the  farmer  pays  more  for  what  he  buys, 
according  to  the  price  he  gets  for  what 
he  sells,  than  he  has  probably  in  all  the 
history  of  this  country. 

This  is  not  giving  the  farmer  anything. 
We  are  merely  making  it  possible  for 
him  to  help  himself. 

You  provide  here  for  only  $225,000,000 
for  the  next  fiscal  year.  On  the  1st  day 
of  July,  the  very  day  of  the  beginning  of 
the  new  fiscal  year,  there  will  be  $270,- 
000,000  in  applications  before  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  and  they 
are  pouring  in  at  the  rate  of  $30,000,000 
a  month.  Are  we  going  to  pour  out 
money  to  feed  every  lazy  lout  from  Tokyo 
to  Timbuktu  at  the  expense  of  these 
farmers  and  then  deny  them  the  benefits 
of  rural  electrification?  Do  you  think 
you  are  going  to  get  intelligent  farmers 
in  your  district  to  move  out  onto  the 
farm  or  to  stay  on  the  farm  and  do  the 
hard  work  necessary  to  produce  the  ma¬ 
terials  to  feed  and  clothe  the  Nation  un¬ 
less  you  at  least  put  them  on  a  parity 
with  the  farmers  of  Japan,  Germany, 
France,  and  Italy  by  giving  them  the 
benefits  of  electric  power? 

Do  you  think  you  are  going  to  get  the 
farm  women,  who  are  today  bowing  down 
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over  the  washtubs  in  your  districts,  doing 
the  most  burdensome  work  that  any 
woman  ever  did,  to  stay  on  the  farm 
when  they  are  denied  even  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  run  an  electric  washing  ma¬ 
chine  or  to  operate  an  electric  fan,  to 
say  nothing  of  the  lights,  water  pump, 
refrigerator,  and  other  necessary  ap¬ 
pliances?  If  you  do,  you  are  badly  mis¬ 
taken.  Do  not  misunderstand  it. 

That  is  not  the  program  you  were 
elected  on  last  November.  I  told  you 
then  it 'was  not  a  Republican  victory, 
but  just  a  delousing  of  the  Democratic 
Party. 

The  American  people  are  expecting  us 
to  represent  them,  but  you  have  gone 
on  and  punished  the  people  of  the  South 
and  the  West  with  the  most  damnable 
and  discriminatory  freight  rates  the 
world  ever  saw.  You  can  ship  goods 
from  New  York  to  San  Francisco  cheaper 
than  you  can  put  them  off  in  Kansas, 
Iowa,  or  Nebraska,  and  vice  versa,  be¬ 
cause  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  up  until  now,  at  least,  has  been 
in  the  grip  of  the  transcontinental  rail¬ 
roads  and  big  interests  in  certain  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  country.  Do  you  think  you 
are  going  to  continue  that  program  and 
go  out  and  fool  the  American  farmer 
into  sending  you  back  to  Congress? 

At  the  proper  time  I  propose  to  offer 
an  amendment  not  only  to  restore  the 
cut,  but  to  provide  the  funds  necessary 
to  meet  the  demands  for  rural  electrifi¬ 
cation  in  every  State  in  this  Union  for 
the  next  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  paragraph  and 
all  amendments  thereto  close  in  5 
minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Murray]. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  do  not  know  exactly  how 
much  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  has 
gone  up  or  down,  but  I  do  know  about 
$2  has  gone  off  the  price  of  100  pounds 
of  milk  out  in  Wisconsin,  even  though 
we  have  a  Steagall  amendment  that  is 
supposed  to  be  in  operation. 

I  think  it  is  appropriate  at  this  time 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  a  lot 
of  this  interest  in  the  section  32  funds 
comes  from  the  fact  that  certain  parts 
of  agriculture  have  been  on  the  gravy 
train  all  these  years,  and  they  can  see 
that  someone  is  liable  to  shove  them  off 
for  the  benefit  of  the  rest  of  agriculture. 
I  will  prove  that  statement  by  calling 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that  during  a 
10-year  period  what  crops  do  we  find  that 
have  the  benefit  of  the  section  32  funds? 
I  might  say  to  begin  with  that  one  of 
the  objections  I  have  always  had  to  the 
so-called  New  Deal  agricultural  program 
is  that  I  have  always  felt  that  it  was 
upside  down.  They  talked  about  a  soil- 
conservation  program,  but  what  they  did 
was  use  public  funds  to  promote  soil- 
depleting  crops  at  the  expense  of  live¬ 
stock  farming,  the  best-known  agricul¬ 
tural  system  for  soil  conservation.  You 


could  not  get  a  better  example  than  is 
shown  in  the  use  of  these  funds.  The 
other  day  some  of  my  friends  wanted  to 
kill  the  sheep  business  in  this  country, 
according  to  the  speeches  they  made,  and 
yet  $40,000,000  out  of  this  $125,000,000 
or  $130,000,000  of  section  32  funds  comes 
from  money  collected  on  wool  last  year 
coming  into  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica  on  livestock  products.  What  do  they 
use  that  for?  We  started  out  and  used 
$154,000,000  of  it  during  the  last  10-year 
period  for  cotton.  Remember,  my  good 
cotton  friends  may  talk  about  reciproc¬ 
ity.  They  are  strong  for  these  reciproc¬ 
ity  agreements.  They  build  a  wall  up 
around  the  American  cotton  farmer  and 
the  American  cotton  market.  They  put 
an  embargo  on  imports.  They  take  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds  and  get  30  percent  of  the 
custom  receipts  on  livetsock  products 
coming  into  this  country  by  lowering  the 
tariff  and  other  devices  and  use  it  on 
soil-depleting  crops  such  as  cotton. 

I  do  not  want  you  to  think  I  have  to 
go  south  of  the  Mason  and  Dixon’s  line. 
The  next  one  I  will  take  will  be  wheat. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  cannot 
yield.  I  want  to  speak  on  some  of  the 
facts  of  life  here  and  I  want  to  be  sure 
you  get  them  all. 

Sure,  wheat  is  a  great  product  in 
America  but  it  is  only  one-tenth  of  the 
agriculture  of  America,  and  we  had  a 
set-up  whereby  one  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  obtained  $17,000,000  for  either  rais¬ 
ing  or  not  raising  wheat,  whichever 
It  was,  out  in  Kansas — $17,000,000  in 
1  year. 

That  is  more  than  what  went  to  35 
individual  States  of  this  Union  in  that 
particular  year.  One  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  of  Iowa  obtained  $13,000,000.  One 
district  in  Texas  obtained  $12,000,000 
for  either  growing  or  not  growing  wheat. 

Then,  what  do  they  do?  They  put  an 
embargo  on  wheat.  You  cannot  bring 
wheat  into  this  country.  Then  they 
want  to  use  section  32  funds  to  pay  ex¬ 
port  subsidies  and  they  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  grains  $180,000,000.  Does  that 
make  sense?  You  can  see  why  when  they 
put  in  the  so-called  parity  program,  out 
of  the  first  $212,000,000  under  the  guise 
of  parity  $50,000,000  of  that  went  to  the 
great  State  of  Texas.  I  know  that  Texas 
is  a  great  State,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
means  one-fourth  of  America,  or  surely 
not  one-fourth  of  American  agriculture. 
After  all,  when  all  is  said  and  done  what 
is  really  behind  this  fight  about  these 
section  32  funds?  They  want  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  give  a  blank  check,  if  you  please, 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  as  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  said 
yesterday,  who  has  control  of  these  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds  so  that  he  can  pass  them 
out  any  way  he  wants  to. 

I  might  say  to  you,  you  can  talk  about 
the  balmy  days  of  the  New  Deal,  but  so 
far  as  Wisconsin  is  concerned  in  1939, 
and  Wisconsin  is  the  sixth  agricultural 
State  in  this  Nation,  we  had  more  farm 
foreclosures  by  the  Federal  land  bank 
in  1939  than  ever  before  in  the  history 
of  America. 

Special  privilege  to  special  agricultural 
Interests  has  been  the  order  of  the  day 
altogether  too  long. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 
All  time  has  expired.  The  pro  forma 
amendments  are  withdrawn. 

The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Title  I — General  Appropriations 
Office  of  the  Secretart 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  In  the  oJBce  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this 
act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary,  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other 
necessary  expenses.  Including  the  purchase 
of  two  (one  at  not  to  exceed  $3,000)  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles:  travel  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  examination  of  estimates  for  appropria¬ 
tions  in  the  field;  stationery,  supplies,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  equipment;  freight,  express,  and 
drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and 
alterations,  and  other  miscellaneous  sup¬ 
plies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided 
for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  ef¬ 
ficient  work  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  hereafter  in'tKls  act  referred  to  as  the 
Department,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  au¬ 
thorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
such  services  and  expenses,  which  several 
amounts  or  portions  thereof  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  not  exceeding  a  total 
of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made 
a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  If  the  total  amounts  of  such  ap¬ 
propriations  or  authorizations  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed,  or 
fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respec¬ 
tively,  therefor  In  the  budget  for  such  year, 
the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall 
be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department  shall  determine  are  ap¬ 
propriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by 
such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That,  of  appropriations  herein  made 
which  are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands, 
not  to  exceed  $1  may  be  expended  for  each 
option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or 
tracts  of  land:  Provided  further.  That  no 
part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  act 
shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  ofilcer 
or  employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such 
officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  De¬ 
partment  or  any  division,  commission,  or 
bureau  thereof,  Issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued, 
any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast, 
except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by 
insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to  future 
prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That,  except  to  provide  mate¬ 
rials  required  in  or  incident  to  research  or 
experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domes¬ 
tic  product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds 
appropriated  by  this  act  shall  be  expended 
in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from 
commodities  or  materials  produced  outside 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which 
Is  at  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mi'.  H.  Carl  An¬ 
dersen:  On  page  2.  line  16,  strike  out 
"$2,050,000”  and  Insert  “$1,800,000.” 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consen'  to 
proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair- 
man,  first  I  want  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  a  total  of  $550,000,000 
will  be  available  to  the  REA  on  July  1 
for  expenditure  and  allocation.  Of 
course,  $325,000,000,  the  amount  now  on 
hand,  while  it  has  not  been  expended, 
has  been  allocated.  Certainly  I  feel  that 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Rankin]  is  entirely  too  much  alarmed, 
when  the  subcommittee  has  given  the 
REA  everything  it  can  possibly  expend 
in  the  way  it  should  be  expended,  with¬ 
out  waste  and  with  prudence. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  my  intent, 
by  the  amendments  which  I  shall  offer 
today,  to  cripple  or  handicap  any  of  the 
agencies  or  bureaus  making  up  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agricultm-e.  I  shall  present 
factual  data  only  in  support  of  the 
amendments  which  I  shall  offer,  and 
leave  it  to  the  good  judgment  of  the 
House  as  to  whether  or  not  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  been  too  lenient  in  its  treatment 
of  certain  offices  and  bureaus  in  the  De¬ 
partment. 

Might  I  quote  from  a  letter  issued  by 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation 
as  of  May  24: 

The  Federation  specifically  recommends  an 
over-all  reduction  of  20  percent  in  the  ex¬ 
penditures  for  salaries,  travel  and  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenditures  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  *  *  *  A  study  of 

the  bill  and  the  committee  report  indicate 
that  most  of  the  reductions  in  appropriation 
have  been  in  farm  program  expenditures,  and 
most  of  the  cuts  in  personnel  and  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  are  in  connection  with  re¬ 
duction  In  farm  programs.  »  •  »  Only 

token  cuts  were  made  in  the  personnel  and 
administrative  expenses  of  such  agencies 
as  the  Secretary’s  oflSce,  where  a  cut  of  only 
$100,000  was  made  below  the  1948  budget  of 
$2,237,560,  leaving  a  net  increase  of  $18,350 
above  1947  expenses.  Likewise,  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  quite  generous  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  legal  staff,  reducing  the  solicitor’s 
office  only  $100,000  below  the  budget,  and 
only  $54,000  below  the  1947  appropriations, 
which  aggregate  $2,615,000.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  is  given  nearly  $5,000,000  for  legal  staff 
and  for  the  Secretary’s  staff,  or  about  one- 
third  as  much  as  the  committee  plans  to 
give  the  entire  triple  A  to  serve  3,000,000 
farmers  in  3,000  counties. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  essential,  as  stated  in  my  supple¬ 
mentary  views  in  connection  with  the 
report,  that  certain  amendments  to  this 
bill  should  be  adopted  so  as  to  secure  a 
balance  between  the  cuts  that  have  been 
made  on  the  farmers  of  the  Nation  in 
their  programs  and  those  which  should 
be  made  in  personnel  throughout  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

Please  keep  in  mind  that  this  great 
rambling  structure  known  as  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  today  ap¬ 
proximately  80,000  employees,  and  that 
number  does  not  include  the  triple  A, 
county  committeemen,  and  township 
committeemen,  who  work  on  a  per  diem 
basis  and  who  individually  average  a  very 
small  earning. 

Let  us  see  how  the  appropriations  for 
the  immediate  office  of  the  Secretary 
have  been  steadily  growing.  In  1938  that 
office  received  $452,700;  1939,  $581,920; 
1940,  $618,210;  1941,  $578,014;  1942,  $613,- 
970;  1943,  $796,850;  1944— and  here 


comes  the  first  big  jump — $1,648,184; 
1945,  $1,700,000;  1946,  $1,654,000;  and 
that  was  raised  in  1947  to  $2,048,500. 

How  are  we  going  to  stop  the  growth 
of  this  bureaucracy  unless  we  start  to 
put  the  pruning  knife  to  it  right  now? 
Are  we  going  to  let  these  unproductive 
limbs  on  top  of  this  apple  tree  keep 
shooting  up  into  the  air  indefinitely  or 
are  we  going  to  prune  those  shoots  down 
to  where  they  will  produce  the  fruit  we 
want  produced  for  the  farmers  of 
America? 

The  Department  is  requesting  in  this 
bill  $2,150,000.  The  committee  has  al¬ 
lowed  $2,050,000,  which,  as  the  Farm  Bu¬ 
reau  very  aptly  states,  is  nothing  but  a 
token  cut. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not,  personally, 
want  to  hamper  in  any  way  the  work  of 
this  great  Department  which  means  so 
much  to  myself  as  a  farmer,  but  I  do 
feel  that  we  could  at  least  take  12  per¬ 
cent  off  of  what  the  committee  has  al¬ 
lowed  and  reduce  the  $2,050,000  to 
$1,800_,000. 

We  have  cut  the  Secretary  of  Labor’s 
office  in  this  House  by  20  percent  below 
what  he  had  available  in  1947.  I  like 
to  be  fair  with  all  of  the  departments. 
If  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
can  stand  a  reduction  of  20  percent  why 
cannot  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
in  the  immediate  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  stand  at  least  a  12-per¬ 
cent  cut?  Is  that  asking  too  much? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro¬ 
ceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  the  Secretary’s  office  is  de¬ 
cidedly  top-heavy  in  the  Division  of  Per¬ 
sonnel.  In  the  budget  chart  we  find  the 
Director  of  Personnel,  grade  15;  two  as¬ 
sistants,  Division  of  Personnel,  grade  14; 
two  assistarlts  to  the  Division  of  Person¬ 
nel,  grade  13,  with  seven  other  assistants 
doing  various  kinds  of  personnel  work  in 
the  same  grade — 13.  Remember,  this  is 
in  the  immediate  office.  There  is  also 
an  administrative  officer  at  grade  13,  and 
three  other  heads,  including  an  assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Director  of  Personnel  at  grade 
13,  and  under  these,  various  chiefs  of 
divisions  doing  personnel  work  in  grade 
12.  In  addition  to  this  top-heavy  set¬ 
up,  we  also  find  a  special  assistant  to 
the  Director  of  Personnel  in  the  same 
grade — 12. 

Now,  besides  all  of  this  which  obtains 
in  the  Secretary’s  office,  we  find  in  each 
of  the  bureaus  and  agencies  in  the  De¬ 
partment  proper  that  there  is  also  a  per¬ 
sonnel  office.  Yet  in  the  Secretary’s  im¬ 
mediate  office  alone  $609,632  is  asked  for 
in  the  name  of  “Personnel  activities.’’ 

I  have  not  had  the  time  to  make  a 
similar  study  of  the  Budget  and  Finance, 
nor  of  the  Office  of  Plant  Operations, 
which  also  stem  from  the  Secretary’s  of¬ 
fice.  The  policy-making  branch  of  the 


Secretary’s  office  requires,  according  to 
the  estimate,  $479,000  as  requested  in  the 
budget,  and  General  operations  $473,244. 

I  do  feel,  ladies  and  gentlemen  of  this 
House,  that  $1,800,000  should  be  ample 
for  the  staffing  of  the  Secretary’s  imme¬ 
diate  office,  and  I  am  also  convinced  that 
the  cause  of  Agriculture  will  suffer  in  no 
way  whatsoever  through  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment,  which  will  save  the 
taxpayers  of  the  Nation  $250,000.  This 
year  we  are  setting  the  pattern  for  peace¬ 
time  operations  of  these  various  bureaus. 
Might  I  again  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  that  we  have  seen  fit,  in  the 
Labor  and  Federal  Security  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  to  cut  more  than  the  percentage 
requested  here  from  the  immediate  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  leave  it  to  the  good 
judgment  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  as  to  whether  or  not 
this  amendment  should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  wanted  the  gentleman 
to  be  sure  to  distinguish  between  the  di¬ 
rectory  down  here  in  this  tabernacle  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
triple  A  committeemen  out  in  the  court¬ 
houses  of  the  country  which  comprise  a 
grass-roots  organization  for  which  I  think 
additional  money  should  be  appropriated. 
I  believe  the  gentleman  intends  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  accomplish  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  absolutely  correct.  I  am  trying 
to  squeeze  a  little  water  out  of  the  bu¬ 
reaus  here  in  Washington  so  we  can  make 
sure  our  triple  A  committee  system,  so 
necessary  for  our  support  price  program, 
is  preserved.  I  will  offer  my  amendment 
to  aid  the  AAA  committees  when  that 
portion  of  the  bill  is  reached. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  has  been  said  that  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  world,  in¬ 
cluding  this  country,  stands  only  8 
inches  from  starvation.  This  is  one  of 
the  truest  statements,  in  my  opinion, 
that  has  ever  been  made.  We  know,  of 
course,  what  is  meant  by  that,  that  the 
8  inches  which  stand  between  us  and 
starvation  are  the  precious  8  inches  of 
topsoil  from  which  we  all  get  our  food 
and  sustenance.  We  see  what  has  hap¬ 
pened  to  China  down  through  the  thou¬ 
sands  of  years  because  they  did  not  adopt 
a  sound  conservation  program.  The 
valleys  of  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates  were 
once  the  most  productive  in  the  world. 
Today  they  are  desolate  and  barren. 
We  adopted  in  this  country  a  few  years 
ago  a  certain  sound  conservation  pro¬ 
gram.  All  you  have  to  do  today  in  my 
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state  of  Oklahoma  is  to  check  that  work 
during  the  past  few  years  to  see  what  has 
happened  to  know  that  it  is,  and  has 
been,  a  sound  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  all  know  that  food 
occupies  a  very  prominent  place  in  world 
affairs.  We  appreciate  it  is  our  No.  1 
problem.  If  the  raising  of  food  for  our 
people  and  the  people  of  the  world  is 
our  No.  1  problem  then  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  surely  should  rank  as  our  No.  2 
problem.  When  you  find  such  men  as 
the*gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  HopeJ, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture,  opposing  the  drastic  cuts  in  this 
bill,  it  is  something  we  should  take  into 
consideration.  When  men  like  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  rise  above  partisan¬ 
ship,  that  should  be  noted,  because  this 
problem  should  be  considered  above 
partisanship.  It  is  something  that  our 
urban  population  and  the  people  who 
reside  in  our  large  cities  are  just  as  much 
Interested  in  as  the  benefits  that  may 
accrue  to  our  farmers. 

I  will  now  talk  a  little  about  partisan 
politics.  I  hope  that  the  Republican 
House  leadership  and  that  Mr.  Carroll 
Reece,  chairman  of  the  Republican  Na¬ 
tional  Committee,  will  give  just  a  little 
thought  to  this.  If  we  pass  this  bill  as 
proposed  here  today  and  return  Okla¬ 
homa  to  its  Dust  Bowl  era,  on  the  basis 
of  the  petitions  I  have  received  from  my 
home  county  numbering  several  thou¬ 
sands  in  the  last  2  days,  you  are  going 
to  take  Oklahoma  out  of  the  doubtful 
column  or  out  of  the  border-State  classi¬ 
fication  next  year.  Let  Mr.  Reece  study 
that  over.  He  sent  his  orators  down 
there  last  year  to  tell  our  farmers  in 
Oklahoma  that  they  were  being  regi¬ 
mented,  that  they  had  to  go  to  a  triple 
A  office  and  sign  two  or  three  pieces  of 
paper,  that  the  farmers  of  this  country 
should  not  be  treated  that  way.  He  did 
make  some  impression  on  them  at  that 
time.  But  when  this  bill  goes  out  of  here 
with  soil  conservation  and  the  related 
programs  drastically  cut  they  will  feel 
differently.  Those  people  were  there  be¬ 
fore  this  conservation  program  went 
into  effect,  when  our  land  was  washing 
away,  creating  barren  gullies  all  over 
the  State,  and  they  can  see  now  that 
the  land  has  become  more  productive, 
which  causes  our  farmers  not  only  to  be 
more  prosperous  but  causes  us  to  have 
more  food  with  which  to  feed  the  urban 
population  of  this  country.  When  this 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  for 
Agriculture  met  the  other  day,  when  the 
gentlemen  who  brought  out  this  bill  sat 
down  around  the  table,  the  American 
farmer  was  prosperous,  never  more 
prosperous  in  his  life.  When  you  pass 
this  bill  today  as  it  is  presently  written, 
he  is  going  to  be  poorer  than  he  has  ever 
been.  Unless  you  want  to  go  back  to 
1930  and  1931  when  cotton  was  selling 
for  3  cents  a  pound,  and  that  is  where 
you  are  heading  with  this  bill,  you  had 
better  restore  these  funds  which  are  so 
vitally  needed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  When  the  gentle¬ 
man  refers  to  the  subcommittee  he 
should  refer  to  some  members  of  that 
committee. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  thank 
the  gentleman.  Some  of  the  members  of 
the  subcommittee.  In  the  name  of 
sanity,  it  behooves  all  of  us,  when  we 
vote  on  these  amendments  today,  to  take 
all  of  these  things  into  consideration 
when  they  so  vitally  affect  every  seg¬ 
ment  of  our  economy.  These  cuts  are 
not  economy.  They  are  the  wildest  sort 
of  extravagance.  They  are  madness. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  first  let  me  say  to  the 
members  of  the  committee  that  I  trust 
anything  I  might  have  said  yesterday  in 
the  course  of  our  discussion  on  the  rule 
did  not  offend  the  finer  sensibilities  of 
any  Member.  You  readily  understand 
in  an  atmosphere  of  tension,  sometimes 
earnestness,  a  kind  of  overzealousness 
develops  remarks  that  in  cold  print  often 
do  not  look  so  good.  So  if  there  was  any¬ 
thing  untoward  ot  unseemly  in  what  I 
might  have  said  yesterday,  I  apologize  to 
the  House.  I  try  always  to  be  restrained 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  We  accept  the 
gentleman’s  apology. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  my  good 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  ABERNETHY]. 

Mr.  WORLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  WORLEY.  I  will  say  in  all  hon¬ 
esty  and  in  all  candor  that  no  one  in  this 
House  commands  greater  respect  for 
honesty  and  fair  play  than  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  indeed  grateful 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

With  respect  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  it  leaves  me  with  some  difficulty,  I 
am  frank  to  say.  It  is  the  responsibility 
of  the  committee  and  the  chairman  to 
be  thoroughly  candid  and  forthright 
with  the  House,  and  I  would  be  less  than 
candid  if  I  did  not  say  that  we  did  dis¬ 
cuss  a  possible  further  cut  in  the  admin¬ 
istrative  expenditures  in  the  Secretary’s 
office.  I  tried  to  err  on  the  side  of  gen¬ 
erosity.  The  Secretary  was  once  a  very 
distinguished  Member  of  this  body;  in 
fact,  for  10  years.  The  Secretary  once 
served  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and  we  count  him  not 
only  as  a  good  public  servant,  but  as  a 
friend. 

My  theory  about  it  is  this:  There  are 
times,  you  know,  when  there  is  not  a  lot 
of  noise  from  the  foundry  and  the  fac¬ 
tory,  and  no  evidence  that  the  whole 
factory  is  working,  but  that  the  front 
office  is  busy.  I  visit  a  huge  plant  in  my 
district  in  off  times.  I  do  not  hear  those 
accustomed  noises,  but  I  know  that  20.- 
000  people  are  working  in  the  plant. 


Maybe  orders  are  rather  slow  and  maybe 
4,000  or  5,000  are  laid  off  for  a  while, 
and  maybe  at  times,  though,  their  office 
is  busier  than  at  other  times.  If  this 
bill  is  sustained  and  we  terminate  some 
of  the  functions,  it  does  not  necessarily 
mean  that  the  work  of  the  Secretary’s 
office  is  accordingly  diminished.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  is  asking  for  addi¬ 
tional  representatives  in  the  field  of  food 
and  agricultural  organizations  and  in 
the  field  of  export  at  the  present  time. 
So  the  committee  did  not  want  to  be 
niggardly  and  we  permitted  him  what 
money  we  thought  was  necessary  for  the 
efficient  and  proper  conduct  of  his  office. 
After  all,  he  is  the  directing  head,  and 
you  cannot  put  yourself  in  the  position 
of  denying  him  the  necessary  analysts, 
the  necessary  statisticians,  the  necessary 
research  people,  and  the  necessary  econ¬ 
omists  to  do  that  great  work,  even  though 
some  of  the  functions  of  the  Department 
may  have  been  curtailed.  So  that  is  the 
whole  story  and  I  give  it  to  you  in  all 
candor  for  your  own  disposition. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  We  found  what  we 
thought  were  clear  cases  of  duplica¬ 
tion,  did  we  not? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Indeed. 

Mr.  HORAN.  And  we  asked  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  make  a  correction. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HORAN.  And  that  is  one  reason 
given  in  the  subcommittee  for  cutting 
the  Secretary’s  office. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  So  there  was  a  dis¬ 
position  to  cut  further,  and  there  was  a 
disposition  not  to  cut  at  all,  and  we 
compromised  in  this  bill.  So  the  chair¬ 
man  finds  himself  in  some  difficulty  in 
urging  vigorous  opposition  to  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  would  much  simply  prefer  to 
state  the  facts  and  then  let  the  com¬ 
mittee  work  its  will  on  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired.  All 
time  has-  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen)  there  were — ayes  34,  noes  92. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

research  and  marketing  act  op  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  el- 
fect  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  August  14, 
1946  (Public  Law  733),  including  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are 
available  for  such  act  of  August  14,  1946, 
and  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding: 
over-all  administration,  planning,  and  co¬ 
ordination  of  research  under  section  10  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c); 
and  necessary  expenses  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  title  III  of  the  act,  as  follows: 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and 
Puerto  Rico  for  agricultural  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  section  9  of  the  Bank¬ 
head-Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  August  14,  1946, 
$3,000,000,  of  which  such  amount  as  shall 
be  allotable  to  Alaska  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation 
“Research  on  agricultural  problems  of 
Alaska,”  without  matching  requirement; 
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For  research  on  utilization  and  associated 
problems  pursuant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said 
act,  $1,000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  re¬ 
search  on  utilization  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  and  the  products  thereof,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  act  $1,000,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development, 
Independently  or  through  cooperation 
among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and  oth¬ 
ers,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the 
distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural 
products  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  of  1946  (title  11  of  the  act  of  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1946),  $1,000,000; 

In  all,  $6,000,000:  Provided,  That  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  penalty  mall 
as  required  by  the  act  of  June  28,  1944,  may 
be  transferred  to  the  regular  departmental 
appropriation  therefor:  Provided  further, 
niiat  for  necessary  printing  and  binding 
there  may  be  transferred  to,  and  made  a 
part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are 
necessary:  Provided  further,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  of¬ 
fice,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such 
amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  Is  made,  and  any  such  amounts 
shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred 
or  otherwise  made  avallab!  to  other  appro¬ 
priation  items  of  the  Department:  Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  work  relating  to  fish 
or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
several  amendments  applying  to  vari¬ 
ous  paragraphs  under  “Research  and 
Marketing  Act  of  1946”  on  page  4  and 
page  5.  Time  would  be  saved  by  con¬ 
sidering  them  all  together.  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  these  amendments  all 
be  considered  as  one  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman 
Intends  that  the  section  on  “Research 
find  marketing”  be  considered  as  com¬ 
pletely  read,  down  to  the  bottom  of  page 
5? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  is  no  objection, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cannon: 

On  page  4,  line  25,  strike  out  "$1,000,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$2,500,000.” 

On'  page  5,  line  3,  strike  out  “$1,000,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$1,500,000.” 

On  page  5,  line  ,9,  strike  out  “$1,000,000” 
and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  “$2,000,000.” 

On  page  5,  line  10,  strike  out  “$6,000,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$9,500,000.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
latter  days  of  the  last  Congress  a  notable 
bill  was  enacted  under  rather  extraordi¬ 
nary  circumstances.  It  was  unusual  in 
that,  being  reported  by  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture,  it  was  fathered  by 
two  men,  from  opposite  sides  of  the  aisle, 
one  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope],  who  probably  has  had  longer 
service  than  anybody  else  on  that  great 
committee,  who  is  perhaps  better  in¬ 
formed  on  agricultural  matters  than  any 
other  one  man  in  the  House,  and  who 
unquestionably,  if  by  any  misfortune  we 
should  ever  have  a  Republican  President, 
would  be  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


The  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope]  was  joined  in  the  sponsorship  of 
that  bill  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Flannagan],  who  likewise  had  long 
service  on  the  committee  and  at  the" 
time  was  serving  as  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture.  We  had  here 
the  rather  extraordinary  situation  of 
two  great  leaders  on  both  sides  of  the 
table,  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope]  and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Flannagan],  advocating,  in  re¬ 
sponse,  to  widespread  national  senti¬ 
ment,  the  establishment  of  this  research 
program  in  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture. 

As  the  report  of  the  committee  before 
us  today  states,  in  reference  to  another 
provision  of  the  bill,  the  accent  today  not 
only  in  agriculture  but  in  Industry  is  on 
research.  Research  has  added  tremend¬ 
ously  to  our  national  wealth.  The  de¬ 
velopment  of  plastics,  rayon,  synthetics, 
and  innumerable  other  products  is  the 
outgrowth  of  research,  and  scientific 
study.  It  has  paid  rich  dividends  and 
has  added  to  our  national  wealth  and  to 
the  comfort  and  health  of  every  family 
in  the  Nation. 

We  face  a  serious  postwar  problem.  I 
do  not  have  to  tell  you  there  is  ahead  of 
us,  notwithstanding  the  temporary  alle¬ 
viation  brought  about  by  the  exportation 
of  vast  quantities  of  agricultural  products 
to  Europe,  an  indigestible  surplus  of  farm 
commodities  for  which  we  must  find  a 
market.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  fact  that  we  are  at  this  time 
feeding  Europe  as  well  as  America  we 
would  today  have  unmarketable  sur¬ 
pluses  of  many  agricultural  products  on 
our  hands  right  now. 

One  method  of  meeting  this  surplus 
is  to  develop  new  processes  and  new  uses 
for  farm  products.  This  bill  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  and  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Flanna¬ 
gan]  is  the  answer  and  was  practically 
unanimously  passed  in  both  House  and 
Senate. 

Now  in  response  to  a  budget  estimate 
asking  for  $19,000,000  to  put  the  pro¬ 
gram  into  effect,  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  that  we  give  them  only  $6,000,000 
which  was  wholly  inadequate  to  even 
start  the  plan. 

Mr.  Chairman,  research  requires  time. 
We  must  get  started  early.  We  must 
act  while  the  problem  is  ahead  of  us 
rather  than  wait  until  it  is  upon  us.  So 
in  this  amendment  we  are  asking  for  a 
very  modest  increase — not  the  $19,000,000 
budget  estimate — but  the  amount  re¬ 
quired  for  the  first  year,  a  total  of 
$9,500,000. 

I  trust,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  can 
have  the  support  of  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  on  this  amendment,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  original  bill  was  sponsored 
from  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  amount  of  money  in¬ 
volved  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  is  not  over¬ 
whelming — it  is  not  too  great  to  con¬ 
sider,  but  the  principle  Involved  in  the 
issue  is  very  great. 

La.st  year  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture,  of  which  I  was  then  a  member, 
brought  this  bill  to  the  floor — a  bill  which 
created  the  agency  for  which  money  is 
now  being  asked.  The  committee  was 


very  definite  in  its  statement  as  to  what 
it  wanted  with  reference  to  the  condi¬ 
tions  which  had  existed  in  previous  years. 
I  read  from  pages  5  and  6  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  report.  I  quote: 

Testimony  introduced'  at  the  hearings 
shows  that  the  activity  which  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  developed  to  improve  the  marketing 
system  has  been  shifted  about  through  a  long 
series  of  departmental  reorganizations  and 
at  present  the  Marketing  Research  Service 
and  regulatory  activities  are  spread  among 
various  bureaus  and  agencies  and  depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Government. 

Without  reading  the  balance  of  the 
page  or  the  top  of  the  next  page,  I  state 
that  what  the  legislative  committee  said 
it  wanted  was  a  marketing  or  merchan¬ 
dising  research  agency  that  could  be 
identified,  the  expenditures  of  which 
could  be  determined  and  separated  from 
the  expenditm’es  in  production  research, 
and  which  could  be  separated  from  pro¬ 
duction  research. 

The  bill  and  report  showed  what  was 
Intended  to  be  set  up.  The  first  year  was 
designated  as  1947.  The  first  year 
$9,500,000  should  be  asked;  the  next  year 
$19,000,000;  and  so  on  up  successively 
until  $61,000,000  had  been  appropriated. 
This  is  in  reality  the  first  year.  I  have 
said  publicly,  and  yesterday  I  said  on 
this  floor,  that  $19,000,000  would  be  cheap 
for  what  the  legislative  committee 
wanted.  It  would  be  very  expensive  for 
what  the  Congress  is  getting  from  the 
initial  organization  in  the  Department. 

I  would  like  to  read  from  the  hearings. 
There  are  questions  by  myself  and  oth¬ 
ers.  The  chairman  then  says  this: 

Mr.  Dirksen.  Mr.  Phillips,  just  to  gather 
It  up  in  one  package,  the  burden  of  your 
argument  is  that  this  is  a  proposal  to  sup¬ 
plement  research  already  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  instead  of  consolidating  and 
coordinating  that  research  in  one  place? 

I  have  here,  but  do  not  have  time  to 
show  you,  the  Secretary’s  chart  of  the 
proposed  organization.  The  point  I  am 
making  is  that  this  is  not  set  up  on  the 
same  level  as  research  in  production, 
but  on  a  lower  level,  somewhat  connected 
with  it,  but  not  as  we  intended  to  set 
it  up.  For  that  reason  the  subcommittee 
decided  that  $6,000,000  was  adequate  this 
year,  and  we  would  very  willingly  listen 
to  requests  for  larger  appropriations  ifi 
the  future  if  the  organization  is  set  up 
on  the  same  level  as  production  research, 
and  identifiable. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  well  remember  the 
gentleman’s  great  interest  in  the  bill, 
when  it  was  considered  in  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture.  It  is  a  fact  that  the 
legislation  which  we  enacted  contem¬ 
plated  not  only  the  use  of  existing  Fed¬ 
eral  facilities,  but  it  also  contemplated 
the  use  of  State  facilities  and,  likewise, 
the  facilities  of  private  corporations  of 
the  country? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  purpose  of  the  leg¬ 
islation  was  not  to  concentrate  research 
within  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
but  rather  to  spread  it  throughout  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  That  is 
correct. 
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Mr.  COOLEY.  And  to  cooperate  with 
all  State  departments  of  agriculture? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  That  is 
correct;  and  for  that  reason  the  sub¬ 
committee  designated  that  of  the  $6,000,- 
000  in  the  bill,  $3,000,000  should  be  ap¬ 
propriated  for  the  State  services  which 
the  gentleman  speaks  about  and  a  mil¬ 
lion  each  for  three  other  items,  one  of 
which  was  also  a  coordinated  service. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
think  that  this  is  a  very  inconsequential 
amount  of  money  to  provide  for  such  an 
important  undertaking? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  think 
the  amount  of  money  is  inconsequential. 
I  think  the  principle  involved  is  very 
great,  because  we  are  so  late  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  marketing  research  that  if  we  do 
not  get  it  properly  started  now,  we  are 
that  much  later  every  month  and  every 
year. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Private  corporations 
are  spending  much  more  money  than  we 
are  in  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  LMr.  Phil¬ 
lips]  has  expired. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman’s 
time  be  extended  for  2  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Horan]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Will  the  gentleman  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Approximately  $30,000,- 
000  is  being  spent  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  now  in  research.  The  De¬ 
partment  heads  were  not  adamant  when 
they  came  before  our  subcommittee. 
They  did  not  answer  our  questions  clearly 
as  to  which  of  the  items  included  in  the 
$30,000,000  applied  to  this  principle  we 
are  discussing  now,  and  we  felt  it  was 
unsafe,  when  the  Department  itself  was 
not  sure  of  its  ground,  to  jump,  full 
grown,  out  of  diapers  into  long  pants  in 
this  matter.  There  may  be  things  that 
should  be  explored  first.  That  was  the 
reason  for  the  committee’s  action.  I 
would  suggest  that  on  page  141  of  the 
hearings  you  will  find  a  table  of  the 
amounts  and  activities  in  research  now 
being  done  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  like  to  say  that 
this  legislation  did  not  originate  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  It  originated 
in  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
of  which  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Phillips]  was  a  very  distinguished 
member.  It  has  the  support  of  every 
commissioner  or  secretary  of  agriculture 
in  this  country.  We  are  faced  with  no 
greater  problem  than  the  poblem  with 
which  we  are  dealing  at  this  moment.  I 
do  not  think  we  should  cripple  it  by  pro¬ 
viding  inadequate  funds.  I  would  like  to 
mention  one  other  thing — that  it  is  a  new 
undertaking  and  they  have  been  in  op¬ 
eration  only  a  few  months. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  They 
have  not  actually  been  in  operation  at 


all,  but  they  are  setting  up  the  organiza¬ 
tion.  I  would  agree  with  everything  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Cooley]  says.  What  he  says  adds  up  to 
me  to  the  fact  that  we  should  have  the 
kind  of  agency  we  want  before  we  ap¬ 
propriate  the  money. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman,  from  California  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  series  of  pending  amendments  close 
In  25  minutes,  the  last  5  minutes  to  be 
reserved  for  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  this  is  on 
the  pending  amendment  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes.  This  limitation 
is  only  on  the  pending  amendments 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  must  object,  unless 
the  gentleman  is  willing  to  amend  his  re¬ 
quest  so  as  to  reserve  10  minutes  to  the 
committee,  5  to  be  used  on  this  side. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  amendment,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  and 
all  amendments  thereto  close  in  25  min¬ 
utes,  the  last  10  minutes  to  be  reserved 
to  the  committee. 

Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  is  recognized 
for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  legislation,  as  has 
already  been  said,  was  enacted  unani¬ 
mously  by  this  House  last  year  after  a 
unanimous  report  from  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture.  My  recollection  is  that 
it  passed  unanimously  in  the  Senate. 

The  legislation  itself  was  the  contri¬ 
bution  of  many  different  individuals  and 
organizations.  The  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  August  H.  Andresen] 
had  introduced  a  bill  previously  which 
was  incorporated  in  this  bill.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Flannagan] 
had  introduced  a  bill,  I  had  introduced 
a  bill,  the  farm  organizations  had  vari¬ 
ous  suggestions,  and  all  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion  was  merged  into  the  bill  known  as 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  which  I 
believe  everyone  who  has  made  any 
study  of  the  matter  agrees  is  a  signifi¬ 
cant  contribution  to  agricultural  prog¬ 
ress. 

It  is  significant  and  it  is  important  be¬ 
cause  of  the  fact  that  we  are  now  in  a 
new  era  as  far  as  agriculture  is  con¬ 
cerned.  During  the  war  we  increased 
our  production  over  30  percent,  and  we 
did  that  in  spite  of  all  the  handicaps  that 
confronted  farmers  during  that  time  in 
the  way  of  shortages  of  labor  and  ma- 
chineiT,  fertilizer,  and  transportation. 
Now  that  we  are  getting  out  of  the  war 
period  and  farmers  are  again  able  to 
secure  normal  supplies  and  equipment, 
It  is  certainly  not  to  be  thought  that  our 


production  is  going  to  be  any  less;  rather, 
the  tendency  is  going  to  be  to  increase, 
and  we  have  adopted  a  policy  in  this 
country  as  far  as  agriculture  is  con¬ 
cerned  that  we  want  a  policy  of  abundant 
production. 

In  order  to  carry  out  a  policy  of 
abundant  production  we  must  have  re¬ 
search,  not  only  research  in  production — 
we  have  had  that  for  many  years  and 
we  have  accomplished  wonders  through 
that  type  of  research — but  research  in 
utilization  and  research  in  marketing, 
because  it  is  in  utilization  and  market¬ 
ing  that  we  are  going  to  find  how  to  con¬ 
sume  these  surpluses  of  agricultural 
commodities  that  we  are  going  to  have 
as  soon  as  the  present  abnormal  world 
demand  for  food  is  supplied;  and  that 
time  is  probably  not  very  far  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  briefly. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  The  gentleman  is 
exactly  correct  in  his  stand  on  this  mat¬ 
ter,  in  my  opinion.  However,  if  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  amendment  is  based  on  the 
ground  that  this  is  merely  adding  to  the 
research  funds  of  the  Department,  why 
cannot  provision  be  made  that  it  be  used 
for  the  set-up  provided  for  in  the  bill  last 
year  and  contemplated  at  that  time?  I 
certainly  want  both — more  research  and 
carrying  out  the  measure  passed  ,  last 
year. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  the  point  raised  by 
the  gentleman  from  Arizona  is  the  whole 
point  in  issue.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas  is  arguing  the  merits  of  the  Re¬ 
search  Act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  time  may 
be  yielded  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Kansas  is  recognized  for  three  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

Mr,  HOPE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  To  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  may  I  say  that 
I  had  not  asked  my  question  and  that  is 
whether  he  will  not  discuss  the  matter  of 
getting  the  kind  of  committee  the  House 
wanted  in  the  bill  it  passed  setting  up  this 
marketing  organization. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  there  are  some  differences  of 
opinion  between  the  committee  and  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  to  just  how 
research  in  marketing  should  be  con¬ 
ducted.  That  is  only  one  phase,  of  course, 
of  this  legislation — research  in  market¬ 
ing — but  I  believe  the  gentleman  from 
California  will  agree  with  me  that  some 
considerable  progress  has  been  made  to¬ 
ward  getting  together  on  that  matter. 
At  this  time  I  do  not  believe  it  is  the 
wise  thing  to  cut  down  an  appropriation: 
make  it  less  than  we  ought  to,  merely 
because  there  is  not  complete  agreement 
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as  to  how  the  project  shall  be  carried  out. 
If  we  fail  to  provide  enough  money  and 
the  program  does  not  make  the  progress 
It  should,  then  the  fault  is  on  us,  but  if 
we  make  sufficient  appropriations  and  the 
program  is  not  successful,  then,  certainly, 
we  have  done  our  part. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The 
gentleman  speaks  of  cutting  down  the  ap¬ 
propriation.  This  is  the  first  appropria¬ 
tion  we  have  made. 

Mr.  HOPE.  When  I  say  “cutting  down” 
I  mean  cutting  down  from  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  bill  for  the  first 
year.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  nine  and 
a  half  million  dollars  is  cutting  the  bud¬ 
get  estimate  in  half  for  this  year  because 
the  budget  estimate  was  $19,000,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  just  a 
word  to  my  Republican  colleagues  on 
this  matter.  I  do  not  happen  to  have 
with  me  a  copy  of  the  Republican  plat¬ 
form  of  1944,  but  if  you  will  observe  that 
platform,  you  will  find  that  agricultural 
provisions  of  that  platform  emphasized 
research;  that  the  Republican  Party 
platform  on  agriculture  for  1944  looked 
along  the  lines  of  abundant  production 
and  research  to  utilize  that  production. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  My  information,  both 
from  the  Department  and  from  large  co¬ 
operative  organizations  especially  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  bill,  is  that  the  Department 
Is  nowhere  ready  to  operate  and  that  the 
funds  we  have  given  are  plenty  to  carry 
them  along.  Why  should  we  add  any¬ 
thing  if  we  want  efficiency?  The  trouble 
with  the  Agriculture  Department  is  we 
have  been  giving  them  money  in  a  loose 
sort  of  way  and  we  have  no  efficiency.  It 
has  not  done  the  farmers  the  good  it 
would  have  if  the  Department  had  acted 
in  an  intelligent  way  and  if  they  were 
made  to  operate  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  the  Department  is  not  able  to 
use  the  $19,000,000  at  this  time,  but  I  do 
believe  that  the  Department  can  make 
use  of  the  nine  and  a  half  million  dollars 
and  that  is  what  we  ought  to  put  in  the 
bill  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley]. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish 
to  compliment  the  very  distinguished 
gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House.  He  is  one  of  the  co-authors  of 
the  bill  for  which  we  are  about  to  provide 
the  necessary  funds.  I  heard  him  re¬ 
cently  over  the  radio  discuss  very  ably 
the  research  and  marketing  program. 
I  compliment  him  and  his  colleagues  on 
our  committee  for  standing  up  for  agri¬ 
culture.  Yesterday  every  Republican 
Member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  opposed  adoption  of  the  very 
brutal  rule  which  was  forced  on  the 
House  at  that  time. 


Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  There  were  five 
Republican  members  of  that  commit¬ 
tee  who  did  not  vote  against  that  rule 
and  I  was  one  of  them. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  very  sorry  to  hear 
that  because  yesterday  morning  when 
the  committee  met  every  Republican 
there  went  on  record  in  opposition  to  the 
rule  and  it  was  my  understanding  that 
we  authorized  the  gentleman  from  Kan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Hose]  our  distinguished  chair¬ 
man,  to  so  announce  it  to  the  House  and 
he  did  announce  it  to  the  House.  If  the 
gentleman  did  not  vote  that  way  yester¬ 
day,  I  am  very  sorry  indeed. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  No ;  I  did  not,  and 
no  other  person  on  this  earth  can  pledge 
my  vote  at  any  time  on  any  subject. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  thought  the  gentle¬ 
man  himself  pledged  it. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  And  told  the  chairman 
to  announce  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  apologize  very  pro¬ 
foundly.  It  is  interesting  to  see  very 
distinguished  Members  like  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  stand  up 
here  and  lecture  the  gentleman  and  the 
rest  of  the  Republicans  in  this  House  for 
failure  to  keep  faith  with  the  Republi¬ 
can  platform  pledge. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  was  a 
member  of  the  national  committee  of  the 
Republican  Party  that  wrote  the  Republi¬ 
can  platform. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Certainly  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  stand  by  the  Republican  plat¬ 
form. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  have 
already  said  I  think  this  $6,000,000  is 
sufficient. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  Have  we 
reached  the  point  where  $6,000,000  is 
such  a  measly  sum  we  cannot  start  a 
new  program  with  that  amount  of 
money? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  not  sure  that  I 
understand  the  gentleman - 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  I  asked 
if  $6,000,000  is  such  a  trivial  sum  that 
we  cannot  even  start  a  new  program? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Certainly,  I  do  not 
think  we  can  start  the  program  with  $6,- 
000,000  when  it  embraces  the  entire  Na¬ 
tion;  and  invokes  one  of  the  greatest 
problems  facing  the  Nation  today. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  hear  so  much  about 
what  the  Republicans  are  doing.  It 
sounds  a  good  deal  to  me  like  you  fellows 
always  talk  about  economy,  but  you  have 
never  voted  that  way  in  your  lives,  and 


it  is  about  time  you  do  something  like  that 
or  we  are  going  to  be  wrecked. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has 
expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  first  I 
wish  to  endorse  the  attitude  taken  by 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Kan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Hope]  on  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment. 

Then  I  wish  to  add  one  word  here  in 
answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  when  he  said 
awhile  ago  that  we  would  have  $550,- 
000,000  for  rural  electrification  by  the 
1st  of  July.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  $340,- 
000,000  are  already  allocated  and,  be¬ 
sides,  he  added  to  that  $225,000,000, 
when  the  indications  are  that  we  will 
have  $270,000,000  more  in  applications. 
Now,  these  applications  are  coming  in  at 
the  rate  of  $30,000,000  a  month,  so  in  my 
opinion  you  are  going  to  have  to  have 
far  more  than  the  amount  even  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to 
meet  the  demands  in  every  State  of  this 
Union. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  questioning  my  statement  rela¬ 
tive  to  that? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  think  the  gentleman 
was  in  error. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I 
quote  Mr.  Wickard  before  the  commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  understand  Mr. 
Wickard  did  not  explain  that  this  money 
had  been  earmarked.  I  know,  because 
I  discussed  the  matter  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I 
read  this  testimony? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  can  in 
his  own  time. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  does  not  care  to  be  answered,  in 
other  words. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  All  right,  go  ahead. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Wick¬ 
ard  states,  “This  leaves  about  $325,000,- 
000  unadvanced,”  speaking  of  the 
amount  authorized  before  this  time. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  All  right,  but  the  ap¬ 
plications  are  already  in.  That  $325,- 
000,000  has  all  been  allocated. 

Now  we  are  getting  to  the  point  where 
we  can  get  the  materials.  We  do  not 
have  to  wait  for  copper.  The  average 
rural-electrification  line  now  is  made  of 
aluminum  with  a  steel  core.  The  only 
trouble  with  REA  is  that  they  have  the 
applications  in  or  the  allocations  made, 
but  they  have  not  been  able  to  get  the 
materials  up  to  now.  Now  materials  are 
being  made  available,  and  I  say  we 
should  provide  every  dollar  that  they  can 
use.  If  they  do  not  use  it,  it  will  not 
cost  the  Government  a  dollar.  If  it  is 
used,  it  will  add  greatly  to  the  wealth 
of  the  Nation,  and  will  be  repaid  with 
interest. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  yield  further,  they  might  not 
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use  it,  but  it  is  awful  dangerous  to  have 
it  in  their  hands,  because  it  is  tempting 
to  them. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  It  is  “tempting”  the 
farmer  to  do  something  for  himself. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  talking  about  these 
bureaucrats  we  have  down  here.  You 
know  that  they  are  not  responsible,  and 
the  less  you  give  them  the  better  they 
are  off. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Listen,  there  never 
was  an  organization  on  earth  that  did 
more  for  any  class  of  people,  since  I 
have  been  living,  than  REA  has  done 
for  the  farmers  of  this  Nation  in  the  last 
10  years.  And,  they  are  very  careful. 
Oh,  I  know  this  fellow.  Levins,  who  got 
into  trouble  down  there  has  been  pass¬ 
ing  the  word  around  trying  to  discredit 
the  REA.  He  told  them  he  was  going 
to  get  even  with  them  when  he  lost  his 
job. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  not  shielding  any¬ 
body. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  imderstand  that. 
What  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to  get  elec¬ 
tricity  to  every  farmhouse  in  America 
at  rates  the  farmers  can  afford  to  pay. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 
The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Morris]. 

(Mr.  MORRIS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
no  charge  at  all  impugning  the  motives 
of  anyone.  .  I  think  the  gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle  are  earnestly  and 
sincerely  trying  to  do  the  right  thing, 
and  I  know  it  is  a  big  task.  I  realize  the 
task  that  you  gentlemen  who  are  spe¬ 
cifically  charged  with  that  duty  by  rea¬ 
son  of  your  committee  assignment,  have 
in  trying  to  reduce  appropriations.  I 
appreciate  that,  and  I  honor  you  for 
your  courage  when  you  honestly  come 
out  and  take  the  gaff,  as  it  were,  in  an 
effort  to  actually  minimize  expenditures, 
but  I  differ  with  you  in  your  judgment, 
not  in  your  sincerity  of  purpose,  as  to 
this  bill.  I  will  admit  that  you  may  be 
right.  It  may  be  that  you  are.  But  I 
call  your  attention  to  this  significant 
fact;  Nations  become  big-headed  just 
as  individuals  do.  I  am  afraid  we  are 
Inclined  to  become  big-headed,  as  a  na¬ 
tion,  and  to  think  that  we  can  do  or  fail 
to  do  anything  we  want  to  and  still  make 
progress:  but  we  cannot. 

I  am  sort  of  like  Will  Rogers,  but  I 
claim  to  be  like  that  illustrious  American 
in  one  respect  only,  that  is,  about  all 
I  know  is  what  I  read  in  the  papers. 
According  to  the  metropolitan  press 
Russia,  that  we  talk  about  so  much,  has 
produced  by  its  experimentation  and 
scientific  investigation  cotton  that  grows 
out  in  the  fields  with  natural  coloring  of 
about  all  the  colors  of  the  rainbow. 
They  also  have  produced  a  wheat  that 
grows  like  alfalfa  and  does  not  need  to 
be  planted  every  year.  They  are  mak¬ 
ing  great  strides  in  the  field  of  agricul¬ 
ture.  We  need  every  dime  that  has  been 
requested  by  this  amendment  to  go  for¬ 
ward  with  the  great  agricultural  program 
of  this  Nation.  I  believe  we  will  do  an 
unwise  thing  by  cutting  it  down.  We  are 
living  in  a  day  when  we  have  begun  to 


realize  that  we  scarcely  have  scratched 
the  surface  of  what  we  may  accomplish 
In  the  agricultural  field.  Do  you  not 
know  that  out  on  the  western  plains, 
where  I  live,  we  sometimes  produce  40 
to  50  bushels  of  wheat  to  the  acre  on  our 
best  land;  but  the  metropolitan  press 
has  also  published  the  fact  that  in  the 
Ukraine  in  Russia  they  sometimes  pro¬ 
duce  100  bushels  of  wheat  to  the  acre. 
So  let  us  wake  up  in  this  country  of  ours. 
You  talk  about  building  a  bulwark  against 
communism.  The  best  way  in  the  world 
for  us  to  build  that  bulwark  is  to  make 
America  strong,  and  we  can  make  it 
stronger,  in  my  judgment,  by  building  a 
strong  foundation  in  the  agricultural 
field  than  in  any  other  possible  way.  So 
let  us  not  make  these  purposes  big  cuts 
in  these  important  agricultural  items. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
is  not  a  party  issue  that  is  being  con¬ 
sidered  at  this  time,  this  is  an  issue  that 
is  of  vital  import  to  the  entire  Nation. 
As  has  been  stated,  last  year  the  Hope- 
Plannagan  bill  passed  the  Congress 
unanimously.  It  provided  for  research 
in  the  field  of  agriculture,  utilization  of 
products,  and  marketing.  The  bill  pro¬ 
vided  that  in  the  first  year,  which  should 
have  been  this  year  1947,  $9,500,000  was 
authorized  for  those  programs,  and  in 
the  second  year,  the  year  1948,  the  year 
for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  it 
should  be  $19,000,000.  Appropriation 
was  not  made  for  the  first  year,  so  next 
year  will  be  the  first  year  of  operation. 
This  amendment  provides  that  the  sum 
shall  be  increased  from  $6,000,000,  as 
carried  in  the  bill,  to  $9,500,000  for  re¬ 
search  in  the  utilization  of  farm  prod¬ 
ucts  and  their  marketing. 

Certainly  there  could  be  no  stronger 
argument  for  this  bill  than  the  condi¬ 
tions  we  faced  a  few  years  ago  and  until 
the  war  caused  us  to  be  able  to  handle 
the  surplus  products  we  had  built  up  in 
this  country.  Millions  of  dollars  have 
been  spent  from  section  32  funds,  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  have  been  spent  through 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  opera¬ 
tions  to  handle  the  surplus  products  of 
agriculture  we  have  had  in  this  country. 
The  item  in  this  bill  for  which  this  ap¬ 
propriation  is  requested  provides  for  re¬ 
search  in  finding  uses  for  those  products 
so  that  in  the  future  we  will  have  a 
smaller  and  smaller  surplus  in  those 
fields.  I  say  you  will  be  penny-wise  and 
pound-foolish  if  you  fail  to  make  a  prop¬ 
er  appropriation  for  research  in  the  use 
of  those  products  which  we  know  in  the 
next  few  years  are  going  to  be  surplus. 

My  friend  and  colleague  on  this  com¬ 
mittee  from  California  states  that  his 
objection  to  this  amendment  is  to  the 
fact  that  a  separate  entity  has  not  been 
set  up  in  the  Department,  one  that  you 
can  easily  recognize.  Why,  the  chief 
complaint  against  the  Department  is 
that  there  are  duplications,  and  many 
times  in  the  past  when  the  Congress  has 
wanted  something  done  it  has  set  up  a 
different  agency  and  a  different  group 
to  do  the  work.  The  duplications  that 
are  complained  of  are  brought  about  just 
because  of  the  attitude  some  folks  have 


like  my  good  friend  from  California,  that 
every  time  you  do  something  new  you 
have  to  set  up  a  different  entity,  some¬ 
thing  that  you  can  recognize.  I  say  that 
it  ought  to  be  coordinated  and  it  ought 
to  fit  into  other  research  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

We  have  had  wonderful  success  in  the 
field  of  research  in  production.  We  have 
seen  hybrid  corn  and  improved  strains  of 
wheat  and  cottonseed  development.  We 
have  seen  the  rapid  advances  of  research 
in  production.  But  now  that  we  can 
produce  in  the  next  few  years  more  than 
we  will  be  able  to  use,  thus  having  sur¬ 
pluses,  I  say  to  you  it  is  very  short¬ 
sighted  if  we  fail  to  make  this  appro¬ 
priation  for  research  utilization  of  prod¬ 
ucts  and  their  marketing  because  every 
surplus  bushel  of  wheat  and  every  sur¬ 
plus  bale  of  cotton  for  which  you  find 
use  so  as  to  keep  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  having  to  buy  it  and 
so  that  you  will  not  have  to  use  section 
32  funds  to  export  it,  will  mean  sav¬ 
ing  many  times  the  money  that  you  will 
be  spending  under  this  amendment 
which,  after  all,  appropriates  only  half 
the  money  that  was  approved  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  in  this  case. 

May  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Phillips],  who  is  on  his  feet, 
if  he  can  justify  setting  up  separate  enti¬ 
ties  and  separate  divisions  for  every 
phase  of  agricultural  research?  That 
is  adding  to  the  duplication — the  very 
thing  that  he  says  he  complains  of. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  would 
not  attempt  to  justify  that  because  I  am 
opposed  to  it.  This  bill  calls  for  the  con¬ 
solidation  of  it.  The  gentleman,  I  am 
sure,  would  want  to  correct  his  remarks. 
He  said  I  oppose  coordination.  I  am 
very  much  in  favor  of  coordination. 
What  I  am  opposed  to  Is  absorption. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  With  reference  to 
this  matter  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  and  the  AAA  payments  being 
duplications,  I  requested  the  gentleman 
■in  the  committee  that  he  vote  with  me 
to  eliminate  such  duplication.  My  rec¬ 
ollection  is  that  he  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  DOLLIVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  again  it  is  worth  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  the  appropriations  made  for  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  are, 
in  reality,  loans  and  not  grants.  These 
loans  are  made  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  to  local  cooperative 
electric  companies,  who  pledge  their  as¬ 
sets  and  earning  capacity  for  the  repay¬ 
ment  of  the  money  with  Interest.  The 
period  for  the  amortization  of  these  loans 
was  increased  in  1944  from  25  to  35  years. 

I  am  glad  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  there  are  at  pres¬ 
ent  no  loans  in  the  State  of  Iowa  which 
are  not  in  current  condition,  with  all 
interest  and  principal  payments  kept  up. 
I  repeat,  there  are  no  arrearages  in  the 
State  of  Iowa  by  the  cooperative  corpo¬ 
rations  which  borrowed  the  money  from 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

The  farmers  of  Iowa  have  borrowed  in 
excess  of  $40,000,000  from  the  REA. 
Most  of  it  was  borrowed  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  lines,  and  only  a  very  small  per¬ 
centage  for  financing  the  wiring  and  in- 
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stallation  of  other  conveniences  on  the 
farmsteads.  It  thus  appears  that  in  our 
State  of  Iowa,  which  has  been  one  of 
the  large  beneficiaries  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  not  lost  and  will  not  lose  one 
single  penny  of  the  money  that  it  has 
advanced.  Surely,  here  is  a  use  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  funds,  beneficial  and  yet  not 
extravagant. 

It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  there  is 
no  greater  modern  convenience  for  the 
farmer  than  a  steady  supply  of  elec¬ 
tricity.  Approximately  one-half  of  the 
electricity  used  on  the  farms  throughout 
the  United  States  is  used  in  the  house¬ 
hold,  and  the  other  half  in  productive 
activities  outside  the  household.  The 
labor-saving  effect  of  productive  elec¬ 
tricity  is  outstanding.  Not  only  does  the 
electrification  of  farm  homes  bring  about 
great  improvement  from  the  standpoint 
of  comfort  and  satisfaction  in  rural  life; 
it  also  brings  about  great  economic  pro¬ 
ductive  value  to  the  farmer.  It  raises 
the  standards  of  living  and  the  well-be¬ 
ing  of  agriculture  generally.  If  elec¬ 
tricity  is  useful  in  the  city  home,  it  is 
doubly  useful  on  the  farm. 

One  of  the  critical  needs  in  the  State 
of  Iowa  is  the  expansion  of  generating 
capacity.  The  fact  is  that  there  is  lit¬ 
erally  no  additional  generating  power 
from  which  additional  electric  power  can 
be  procured.  In  my  own  district  of  15 
agricultural  counties  in  the  heart  of  the 
Corn  Belt,  there  is  1  project  where  212 
farms  have  been  wired  for  over  a  year 
but  which  cannot  be  connected  with  a 
high  line  because  of  the  shortage  of 
power.  I  sincerely  hope  that  this  House 
will  see  fit  to  make  a  proper  appropria¬ 
tion  for  this  work  of  such  vital  impor¬ 
tance. 

Again,  let  me  emphasize  that  this  is 
not  a  dollar  hand-out  to  anyone,  but 
money  advanced  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  will  be  repaid  by  the  bor¬ 
rowers  with  interest.  It  has  led,  and 
will  continue  to  lead,  to  an  improvement 
of  living  conditions  in  rural  America. 
It  will  make  farm  life  more  comfortable 
and  attractive.  It  will  help  continue  the 
vast  production  of  foodstuffs,  which  were 
so  vital  a  factor  in  winning  the  war,  and 
have  so  important  a  place  in  regaining 
a  stable  peacetime  economy  and  an  or¬ 
dered  world.  The  elemental  need  of  the 
starving  world  is  food.  Our  farm  people 
of  the  United  States  are  glad  to  have  so 
essential  a  part  in  helping  care  for  that 
elemental  need. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  foi’ma  amend¬ 
ment.  Mr.  Chairman,  first  let  us  under¬ 
stand  clearly  what  is  before  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  budget  estimate  for  research  in 
marketing  is  $19,000,000.  The  commit¬ 
tee  allowed  $6,000,000  and  earmarked  it 
for  four  different  lines  of  activity.  The 
series  of  amendments  now  on  the  desk  of 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Can¬ 
non]  propose  that  $6,000,000  be  raised  to 
$9,500,000. 

I  trust  the  Committee  will  vote  the 
•  amendments  down. 

I  was  very  much  interested  when  my 
friend  from  Oklahoma  indicated  that 
while  the  committee  showed  zeal  and 


courage,  sometimes  it  was  with  mistaken 
judgment.  The  best  the  committee  can 
do  is  always  to  be  guided  by  the  testi¬ 
mony  and  make  out  the  best  case  it  can. 

The  story  is  about  this:  In  the  first 
place,  the  Department  said  they  expected 
to  run  this  up  to  $61,000,000  by  1951. 
With  a  program  of  that  size  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  to  exercise  the  utmost  caution. 
So  we  took  a  very  good  look  to  make  sure 
that  when  the  program  begins  the  foun¬ 
dation  is  good  and  that  it  is  launched  in 
the  right  direction  so  that  there  will  be 
a  really  efficient  effort  in  the  field  'Of 
research. 

It  ought  to  be  noted  at  the  outset  that 
this  does  not  displace  research  in  the 
Department.  This  is  in  addition  to  all 
other  research.  There  is  $59,000,000 
worth  of  research  in  this  Department 
and  we  have  not  disturbed  it.  We  have 
not  cut,  for  instance,  research  by  the 
commodity  branches  in  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration.  That  whole 
line  of  endeavor  will  go  on  just  the  same. 
But  here  we  were  confronted  with  an  es¬ 
timate  calling  for  1,830  people.  That 
means  trained  people.  That  means  peo¬ 
ple  skilled  in  research  and  marketing. 
Where  are  they  going  to  get  them? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  The  figure  which  the 
gentleman  mentions  had  to  do  with  the 
$19,000,000  figure,  as  was  said  by  my 
friend. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right;  I  am 
talking  about  the  whole  program. 

But,  here,  with  over  1,830  people  they 
are  building  from  the  ground  up.  There 
are  advisory  committees  which  have  only 
recently  been  established.  So  they  are 
going  to  have  to  rob  other  bureaus  of 
their  scientific  talent.  Then,  where  will 
they  get  scientific  talent  to  rebuild  those 
bureaus?  We  have  not  put  the  ax  on 
research.  We  have  left  the  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry  and  the  Dairy  Industry 
and  that  sort  of  thing  pretty  well  intact. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  they  would  hav^  a  much  bet¬ 
ter  chance  to  get  their  personnel  if  they 
had  the  money  than  if  they  did  not  have 
the  money? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Definitely  not.  You 
cannot  create  a  scientist.  A  former  di¬ 
rector  of  personnel  for  the, Department 
of  Agriculture  told  me  in  my  office  re¬ 
cently  that  they  hired  10  people  in  the 
scientific  field  and  could  only  get  one 
genuine  scientist.  I  said,  “What  did 
you  do  with  the  other  nine?’’  He  said, 
“We  kept  them.’’  But  getting  scientific 
talent  is  a  hard  chore.  Where  are  they 
going  to  find  them?  We  went  into  this 
thing  completely,  because  every  member 
of  the  committee  is  interested  in  re¬ 
search,  so  we  canvassed  the  situation. 
This  is  the  most  that  in  our  judgment 
they  can  expend.  The  committee  shares 
the  view  of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 
I  conferred  with  him  on  many  occasions 
and  the  committee  conferred  with  him 
because  we  wanted  to  be  sure  that  the 
action  we  were  taking  would  in  no  way 
cripple  th*  research  activity.  Insofar 
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as  the  testimony  indicates — and  we 
labored  this  item  probably  more  than 
any  other  item  in  the  bill — in  our  hum¬ 
ble  judgment,  after  reviewing  the  whole 
business,  this  is  as  large  an  amount  as 
they  can  efficently  expend.  So  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  no  more  money  will  be 
made  available  than  can  be  efficiently 
expended. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HORAN.  In  view  of  all  the  vague¬ 
ness  on  the  part  of  the  Department 
themselves,  we  had  the  conviction  that 
it  would  be  far  safer  to  start  out  at  the 
proper  size  than  to  start  out  with  an  ag¬ 
grandized  program? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  the  best  testi¬ 
mony  on  that  point  is  that  in  the  original 
estimate  they  asked  for  half  a  million 
dollars  for  travel.  What  in  the  world 
would  they  do  with  half  a  million  dollars 
for  travel,  for  scientific  personnel,  when 
the  bureau  has  not  even  been  set  up? 
They  are  working  around  now  on  an  ex¬ 
ploratory  basis  to  get  it  set  up. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yiedl? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  we  have  $39,000,000  for  re¬ 
search  in  all  things  in  this  bill  now? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  All  of  that.  So  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  1  provide  for  the  consolida¬ 
tion  or  transfer  of  all  research  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  hope  in  good  time 
it  will  all  be  consolidated,  but  this  is 
enough  for  this  purpose. 

I  trust  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has 
expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cannon)  there 
were — ayes  83,  noes  63. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  the  chair¬ 
man  appointed  Mr.  Dirksen  and  Mr. 
Cannon  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
116,  noes  109. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BA'TES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bates  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts:  On  page  5,  line  22,  after  the  words 
“Provided  further,"  strike  out  “That  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  prod¬ 
uct  thereof.” 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  this  amendment  to  the 
bill  because  I  firmly  believe  a  great  in¬ 
justice  has  been  done  the  fishery  indus¬ 
try  of  this  country  by  a  proviso  in  the 
bill  that  seemingly  exempts  any  benefits 
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that  they  may  receive  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  in  the  field  of  re¬ 
search  and  marketing.  The  Department 
of  Agriculture  has  already  been  doing 
much  work  over  a  period  of  years  in  co¬ 
operation  with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  of  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior. 

In  1946  through  Public  Law  733  an 
advisory  committee  was  established  for 
the  purpose  of  doing  what  they  could  in 
the  field  of  research  and  marketing  to 
develop  means  by  which  they  could  dis¬ 
pose  of  food,  and  this  means  not  only 
agricultural  products  but  also  fishery 
products.  The  fish  and  shellfish  pro¬ 
visions  were  included  in  that  act,  and 
purposely  so  in  order  that  the  work  be¬ 
tween  the  two  departments  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  be  coordinated  and  some 
real  benefits  flow  to  the  fishery  industries 
of  this  country.  Down  through  these 
many  months  ever  since  the  law  was 
adopted  much  has  been  done  by  coordi¬ 
nating  the  efforts  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  in  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior.  In  the  field  of  research  in  trans¬ 
portation,  marketing,  packaging,  and  in 
the  educational  program  of  the  country, 
where  they  could  coordinate  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  fisheries  in  these  respects 
with  agriculture  many  benefits  have 
come  to  the  fisheries  of  the  country. 

The  fisheries  are  losing  the  sum  of 
$175,000  that  they  previously  received  as 
a  result  of  distribution  of  the  customs 
fees  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
in  their  research  studies.  Those  funds 
are  cut  out  under  the  provisions  of  this 
bill,  the  latter  part  of  the  bill  where  those 
funds  are  rescinded  under  title  II.  As 
this  bill  now  stands  there  is  not  a  thing 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  can  do  to 
assist  the  fishery  industries  of  the  coun¬ 
try  as  they  have  over  a  long  period  of 
time. 

It  was  only  recently  that  through  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act  the  commercial  fisheries  section 
of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  suffered 
a  tremendous  reduction.  The  House 
fortunately  reinserted  $150,000  so  that 
they  could  continue  the  work  as  had 
heretofore  been  done  in  respect  to  as¬ 
sistance  to  the  fisheries  of  this  country. 
We  must  keep  in  mind  that  other  na¬ 
tions  of  the  world  are  considering  fishery 
organizations  as  a  major  business  and 
have  set  up  major  departments  in  their 
governments  to  deal  with  their  problems. 
By  clipping  the  funds  that  we  Have  here¬ 
tofore  depended  upon  to  help  and  assist 
the  fisheries  industry  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  and  now  through  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  we  are  dealing  a  hard  blow 
to  one  of  the  great  industries  of  the 
country  that  is  today  struggling  for  its 
very  existence,  particularly  on  account 
of  the  rapid  increase  of  imports  coming 
from  foreign  sources  deluging  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  our  country,  and  harassing  our 
own  industry  to  the  point  that  many  of 
them  are  facing  bankruptcy. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  five  additional  minutes. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  All  I 
am  saying,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  that  this 
amendment  strikes  out  this  provision  in 
the  bill  that  provides  that  no  part  of  the 
research  fund  whatever  shall  be  available 
for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or 
any  product  thereof.  Give  the  fisheries 
a  chance  to  get  a  little  of  the  money,  a 
mere  pittance,  as  we  might  call  it,  of 
whatever  fund  may  be  available  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  that  may  be 
used  for  the  study  of  transportation 
questions,  packaging  questions,  market¬ 
ing  questions,  education  in  our  schools, 
all  of  which  is  carried  on  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  in  respect  to  agri¬ 
cultural  products  but  which  at  the  same 
time  could  embrace  fish  and  shellfish 
products  as  part  of  the  food  problem  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massaschusetts.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  justification  has 
been  brought  forth  for  this  limitation 
which  has  been  placed  in  the  bill,  which 
will  have  the  effect  that  the  gentleman 
has  stated? 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  I  have 
not  heard  any  up  to  the  moment  but  per¬ 
haps  the  committee  will  explain  the 
reason  why  this  insertion  is  deliberately 
placed  in  this  bill  to  exclude  altogether 
any  contribution  or  any  assistance  that 
the  fishery  industry  of  this  country  may 
get  by  the  close  cooperation  of  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment'  of  Agriculture  in  the  study  of 
problems  relating  to  both  industries. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Did  not  the  raising 
of  the  amount  from  $6,000,000  to  $9,500,- 
000  lend  color  and  strength  to  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment? 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Yes, 
because  it  makes  more  money  available. 
But  what  we  are  asking  by  striking  out 
this  provision  in  the  bill  is  to  permit  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  if  they  think 
it  is  wise,  at  the  same  time  they  are 
carrsdng  out  the  research  program  in  re¬ 
spect  to  agricultural  products,  to  embrace 
fishery  products.  It  will  not  cost  a  great 
deal  of  money,  but  it  does  give  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  an  opportunity 
to  be  of  some  assistance  to  the  fisheries 
industry.  Agricultural  products  are 
food  and  so  are  fisheries  products  and 
should  be  considered  together  in  the  field 
of  research. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  sdeld  further,  certainly 
we  could  not  expect  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  undertake  the  research 
unless  it  deemed  it  necessary. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  That 
Is  right. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  have  any  com¬ 
mercial  fisheries  in  my  district,  but  it  is 
an  important  industry  on  the  eastern 
coast  of  North  Carolina,  and  I  am  very 
much  in  favor  of  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  to  strike  out  that  limitation. 


Mr.  BA'TES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  total  expenditures  made 
by  the  Federal  Government  for  agricul¬ 
ture  and  also  for  fisheries  is  entirely  dis¬ 
proportionate;  let  me  say  that  it  costs  the 
taxpayers  about  $5.83  a  ton  for  every  ton 
of  farm  products  produced  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  but  at  the  same  time  it  only  costs 
the  taxpayers  about  82  cents  a  ton  for 
fish  and  sea-food  products.  It  seems  to 
me,  from  the  standpoint  of  fairness, 
that  we  ought  to  have  available  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  some  money 
that  can  be  allocated  for  the  purpose  of 
joint  studies  of  all  food  products,  includ¬ 
ing  fish  and  sea  food,  in  a  research  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  going  on,  particularly  in 
the  field  of  transportation,  in  the  field 
of  packaging,  and  in  our  school  educa¬ 
tional  program.  We  should  give  some 
consideration  to  the  great  fishery  in¬ 
dustry  of  this  country,  the  value  of  which 
at  the  present  time  is  approximately 
$5,000,000,000. 

I  trust,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  its  wisdom  will  accept  this 
amendment  which  will  permit  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  to  assist,  under 
the  conditions  that  I  have  stated,  the 
fishery  industry,  when  they  are  carrying 
on  the  research  program,  and  not  to  ex¬ 
clude  them  altogether  as  you  do  under 
the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  section  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  15  minutes,  the  last  5  minutes  to 
be  reserved  to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  McCormack]. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
join  completely  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  my  friend  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Bates].  It  is  rather  diffi¬ 
cult  for  me  to  understand  why  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  put  in  the  bill 
the  proviso  stating  that  “no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or 
any  product  thereof.’’  It  was  only  last 
year  that  we  included  fish  and  shell  fish 
in  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act. 
Last  year  we  permitted  research  in  con¬ 
nection  with  fish  and  shell  fish  to  be 
carried  on  in  accordance  with  any  ap¬ 
propriations  made.  By  the  provisions 
of  this  bill,  if  enacted  into  law,  none  of 
the  appropriations  c^n  be  used  for  that 
purpose. 

The  language  of  this  paragraph  is 
specifically  directed  at  excluding  the  fish¬ 
ing  industry,  commercial  fishing,  from 
getting  any  of  the  benefits  of  whatever 
appropriation  may  ultimately  be  made. 
We  do  not  ask  that  a  specific  amount  be 
appropriated.  We  leave  it,  within  the 
amount  finally  appropriated,  to  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  I  assume  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  consults 
with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Division  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

We  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  fish¬ 
ing  industry  is  the  oldest  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  We  also  must  bear  in  mind 
that  it  is  a  billion-dollar  industry,  and 
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that  it  extends  all  over  our  country.  It 
is  not  confined  to  the  Northeast,  it  is 
all  along  the  Atlantic  coast,  the  Gulf, 
the  Great  Lakes,  and  the  western  coast, 
and  it  extends  far  out  into  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Pacific. 

Following  the  insertion  of  fish  and 
shellfish  into  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  last  year,  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  in  consultation  with  the 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  appointed  an 
advisory  committee  of  11  persons  to  carry 
out  the  intent  of  Congress.  It  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding  that  there  was  appropriated 
a  small  amount  in  connection  with  this 
activity.  At  the  most,  the  amount  al¬ 
located  out  of  the  funds  appropriated 
would  be  a  small  amount.  It  is  difiicult 
for  me,  and  I  speak  frankly,  to  under¬ 
stand  why  the  subcommittee  specifically 
excluded  fish  and  shellfish  from  any  con¬ 
sideration,  so  far  as  research  and  mar¬ 
keting  is  cpncefnedT 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Coming  from  Missouri, 
I  am  about  as  far  away  from  both  the 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans  and  the 
Great  Lakes  and  the  Gulf  as  any  State  in 
the  Union.  I  have  no  fisheries  in  my  dis¬ 
trict.  However,  fishing  is  a  great  thriv¬ 
ing  industry  in  this  country.  I  can  see  no 
reason  for  excluding  this  specific  indus¬ 
try.  It  made  an  enormous  contribution 
to  the  Nation  during  the  terrible  war 
years,  as  the  gentleman  well  knows,  and 
it  needs  protection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  thank  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  for  his  contribu¬ 
tion.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Colmer]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  was  interested  in 
trying  to  ascertain  just  why  the  com¬ 
mittee  would  take  this  action  excluding 
fish  and  shellfish.  Has  the  gentleman 
been  able  to  find  out  the  reason  there¬ 
for?  Is  it  because  a  comparatively  small 
section  of  the  country  is  affected? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  reason.  I  hope  that  it  is  an  over¬ 
sight  on  the  part  of  the  committee. 
Those  things  happen,  and  if  that  is  the 
case  they  ought  to  frankly  admit  it  and 
accept  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Bates]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  would  like  to  say 
that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Bates] 
is  quite  acceptable  to  me.  Of  course,  the 
other  members  of  the  committee  may 
speak  for  themselves,  but  it  is  entitled  to 
fair  consideration. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  appreciate  the 
statement  of  my  friend  from  California. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Deane]. 

Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  Like 
my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley]  ,  I  do  not  live  near 
the  coast,  but  I  am  confident  this  is  an 
equitable  amendment  and  should  be 
adopted. 


I  am  happy  to  have  been  among  those 
who  voted  just  a  few  moments  ago  to 
restore  the  desired  and  essential  appro¬ 
priations  to  carry  out  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as  described  by 
the  capable  gentleman  who  preceded  me. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  in  my  few 
comments  the  serious  marketing  problem 
which  confronts  the  tobacco  growers  of 
our  country  and  what  this  Research  and 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  promises  not  only 
to  the  tobacco  growers  but  other  farm 
products,  in  view  of  alarming  surpluses 
which  now  loom  on  the  horizon. 

Shocking  news  to  the  tobacco  farmers 
of  North  Carolina  and  every  tobacco  area 
of  our  land  came  from  London  within 
recent  days.  Members  of  Congress,  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  State  Department  experts, 
tobacco  manufacturers,  not  to  mention 
the  tobacco  smokers  of  Britain,  were 
stunned  when  the  British  Government 
announced  a  50-percent  increase  in  ex¬ 
cise  taxes  on  tobacco. 

Last  year  Great  Britain  sent  $220,000,- 
000  to  the  United  States  to  purchase 
American  tobacco.  Worried  British  of¬ 
ficials  insist  that  this  continued  program 
cannot  continue  in  view  of  Britain’s 
serious  financial  crisis,  and  in  order  to 
stop  the  flow  of  dollars  from  England,  the 
English  smoker  must  pay  dearly  for  his 
favorite  American  brand. 

Figures  released  by  the  Chancelor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  England  indicate  that 
the  smo’.:ers  of  England  are  smoking  one- 
third  more  than  before  the  war.  British 
smokers  are  consuming  over  250,000,000 
pounds  a  year.  Of  this  amount,  80  per¬ 
cent  comes  from  the  United  States. 

British  leaders  point  out  that  the  whole 
total  of  goods  sold  to  the  United  States 
just  about  equals  the  English  consump¬ 
tion  of  American  tobacco.  Chancelor 
Dalton  of  the  Exchequer  said  this  was 
fantastic  and  must  be  stopped. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEANE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  all  that  he  says  with  respect 
to  the  tobacco  situation,  but  I  regret  very 
much  that  I  was  not  on  the  floor  when 
the  time  was  limited  with  respect  to  the 
so-called  Bates  amendment  which  is  now 
pending. 

Had  I  been  present  I  would  have  asked 
for  time  myself  because  as  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries  of  the  House  I  recall  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  days  the  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Committee  had  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  before  it  with 
respect  to  this  very  item,  and  it  will  be 
recalled  by  all  of  us  who  were  here  dur¬ 
ing  that  time  that  the  fishing  industry 
of  this  country  gave  great  strength  to 
the  war  effort  in  the  increased  produc¬ 
tion  of  fish  for  its  food  value  and  other 
uses  during  the  war  years.  The  greatest 
effort  was  put  forth  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  increase  the  taking  of 
fish  both  on  the  Atlantic  coast  and  Pacific 
coast  which  was  greatly  increased  not 
only  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  but  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  well 
imder  this  very  provision. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  DEANE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  The 
facts  are  that  at  the  same  time  these 
studies  and  researches  have  been  going 
on  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
they  have  acted  jointly  with  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  and  this  bill  prevents 
them  from  so  doing  by  this  amendment. 

Mr.  BONNER.  It  is  a  terrible  mistake 
for  the  House  not  to  adopt  the  Bates 
amendment. 

Mr.  DEANE.  Now,  may  I  proceed  with 
reference  to  this  serious  tax  situation 
recommended,  and  which  I  am  sure  Great 
Britain  will  soon  put  into  effect? 

The  American  Government  recognizes 
that  Great  Britain  faces  a  financial  crisis, 
and  these  stern  measures  they  are  adopt¬ 
ing  should  be  a  sobering  influence  upon 
us  Americans.  Yet,  this  new  British 
policy  will  seriously  influence  our  own 
1947  tobacco  market. 

How,  you  ask? 

Follow  me  closely.  In  1946  the  United 
Kingdom  bought  364,000,000  pounds  of 
American  tobacco,  paying  approximately 
$215,000,000.  On  these  364,000,000 
pounds  the  British  Government  levied 
an  import  duty  of  $7.15  per  pound.  Un¬ 
der  the  new  British  tax  policy  for  1947, 
they  would  levy  an  import  duty  of  $11.04. 
This  means  that  the  British  smoker  will 
not  pay  47  cents  but  67  cents  per  pack¬ 
age.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  average 
hourly  wage  in  Great  Britain  is  40  cents, 
it  is  simply  logical  that  less  tobacco  will 
be  used. 

The  power  to  tax  in  this  case  is  the 
power  to  destroy  a  large  volume  of  Amer¬ 
ican  exports  of  tobacco.  Our  own  Gov¬ 
ernment  experts  predict  that  British 
tobacco  purchases  from  America  will  be 
cut  one-third,  or  121,000,000  pounds. 

Last  year  the  American  farmer  grew 
1,350,000,000  pounds  of  tobacco.  Forty- 
five  percent,  or  over  600,000,000  pounds, 
were  sold  abroad.  Of  this  45  percent, 
two-thirds  went  to  England. 

This  year  our  tobacco  crop  is  expected 
to  yield  1,250,000,000  pounds.  If  Britain 
follows  through  with  her  tax  policy,  as 
she  is  certain  to  do,  she  will  buy  approxi¬ 
mately  240,000,000,  a  drop  of  125,000,000 
pounds. 

It  is  generally  conceded  that  with 
Canada.  Mexico,  and  other  countries 
growing  their  own  tobacco,  we  lose  our 
best  customer  in  Great  Britain  and,  thus, 
we  can  expect  lower  tobacco  prices. 
These  remarks  are  not  broadcast  to 
alarm  you  but  to  be  prepared  to  expect 
a  sudden  drop. 

Our  tobacco  farmers  have  this  satis¬ 
faction,  that  while  there  is  a  lack  of  pur¬ 
chasing  power  abroad,  the  United  States 
Government  wili  guarantee  the  tobacco 
farmers  for  two  more  years  a  price  of 
90  percent  of  parity. 

The  question  arises  how  long  can  our 
Government  continue  this  program.  It 
is  conceivable  that  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  will  be  left 
with  many  millions  of  pounds  of  tobacco 
on  hand  at  the  end  of  this  year  in  order 
to  guarantee  parity. 

The  Congress  should  support  this  new 
Marketing  and  Research  Act  with  every 
means  at  its  command.  Let  me  point 
out  also  the  tremendous  challenge  and 
responsibility  which  rests  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  in  carrying  out 
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the  provisions  of  the  act.  It  is  imper¬ 
ative  that  the  best  brains  of  the  coun¬ 
try  be  brought  into  play  in  furthering 
this  new  program.  A  new  frontier  with 
enormous  markets  for  the  products  of 
the  American  farmer  appears  to  be  open¬ 
ing.  There  is  not  any  time  to  lose  in  the 
job  to  be  done  and  let  us  accomplish 
the  task  while  time  remains. 

Finally,  let  me  urge  the  growers  of 
tobacco,  that  in  order  to  hold  up  their 
prices  for  the  1947  season,  grow  the  very 
best  tobacco.  In  my  opinion  the  words 
you  will  hear  ringing  through  the  to¬ 
bacco  warehouse  during  the  approaching 
season  will  be  quality  and  not  quantity. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

(Mr.  DEANE  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to 
no  one  in  my  respect  of  and  affection  for 
the  fishing  industry  and  the  work  that 
I  do  as  a  Member  of  Congress  in  defense 
of  the  fishing  industry.  Only  this  morn¬ 
ing  I  spent  15  minutes  before  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee,  appropriat¬ 
ing  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
I  spoke  in  behalf  of  the  full  budget 
amount  for  the  commercial  fisheries  item 
in  the  pending  Interior  bill.  I  spoke  in 
behalf  of  the  Market  News  Service  which 
is  conducted  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
I  spoke  in  behalf  of  the  item  of  $175,000 
that  I  believe  has  been  indirectly  appro¬ 
priated  out  of  section  32  funds  and 
transferred  from  the  Agriculture  Depart¬ 
ment  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

We  are  not  today  appropriating  for 
the  Department  of  the  Interior.  We  are 
appropriating  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  If  we  are  going  to  have  any 
semblance  of  order  in  our  budgetary  ap¬ 
proach  to  implementing  the  offices  in  the 
departments  of  this  Government  of  ours, 
we  must  recognize  that  we  do  have  de¬ 
partments,  each  with  its  Cabinet  head. 
If  we  are  going  to  appropriate  money  in 
one  department  and  have  it  diffused  out 
through  all  the  other  departments  of 
Government,  under  one  expedient  excuse 
after  another,  we  will  never  be  able  to 
provide  properly  for  the  different  depart¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  a  fact  that 
ought  to  be  emphasized.  This  money 
was  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  and  we  could  not  make  a 
direct  appropriation  in  this  bill  for  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  That  is  the 
essential  thing  involved. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr, 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  All  this 
amendment  does  is  to  permit  the  De¬ 


partment  of  Agriculture,  as  it  has  done 
for  years  past,  to  coordinate  their  activi¬ 
ties  with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
■  in  the  field  of  research,  in  the  field  of 
.transportation,  in  the  field  of  education, 
/in  the  field  of  packaging,  and  by  this 
amendment  you  strip  them  of  any  au- 
^  thority,  even  to  coordinate  their  activi¬ 
ties. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can¬ 
not  yield  further.  I  think  we  will  have 
to  draw  lines  and  hold  to  them. 

A  former  Secretary  of  the  Interior  no¬ 
ticed  this  mistake  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  and  in 
a  column  written  by  this  gentleman  on 
April  1,  he  ended  his  column  with  these 
words: 

The  Eightieth  Congress  has  a  chance  to 
rectify  this  error.  The  Congress  must  appro¬ 
priate  funds  if  it  is  to  implement  this  scaly 
scheme  designed  to  take  fish  and  shellfish 
surveys  away  from  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  and  place  them  in  Agriculture. 
Moreover,  it  would  be  saving  the  taxpayers’ 
money  and  preventing  duplication  even  if 
it  would  be  disturbing  a  lobbyist’s  dream. 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
Budget  that  was  presented  and  avail¬ 
able  to  every  Member  of  Congress.  If 
you  will  turn  to  page  563  of  the  budget 
for  fiscal  1948,  you  will  find  outlined 
there  the  legislative  foundation  for  this 
appropriation  in  the  Interior  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  It  belongs  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  and  all  those  who  would 
preserve  and  protect  what  I  think  is  one 
of  the  United  States  best  industries,  had 
best  see  that  it  is  protected  as  a  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  appropriation. 

Now  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAND.  Was  the  gentleman  re¬ 
ferring  to  a  report  made  by  former  Sec¬ 
retary  Ickes? 

Mr.  HORAN.  He  happens  to  have  been 
the  commentator. 

Mr.  HAND.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
believe  that  this  order  he  is  seeking 
should  be  restored  by  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittee  and  not  by  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations? 

Mr.  HORAN.  Not  in  this  case,  be¬ 
cause  we,  the  Subcommittee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture,  have  no  right  to  appropriate  for 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  COLMER.  With  reference  to  the 
statement  of  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  that  here  you  are 
merely  transferring  funds  to  the  Interior 
Department,  is  that  technically  correct? 
Are  you  transferring  them  or  are  you 
cutting  them  out? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  situation,  may  I 
say  to  the  gentleman,  is  that  heretofore 
^  $175,000  of  section  32  funds  in  the  De- 
'  partment  were  transferred  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  Those  funds  were 
taken  out,  and  in  consequence  this  was 
merely  a  covering  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  has  ex¬ 
pired.  All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Bates], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the  Chair 
being  in  doubt,  the  Committee  divided 
and  there  were — ayes  48,  noes  60, 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


OFFICE  OP  THE  SOLICITOR 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the  use  of  law 
libraries  'by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 
$2,425,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from 
other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as 
are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof, 
as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation;  and  there  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
not  to  exceed  $1,597,000;  Provided,  however, 
That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 
therefore  in  the  Budget  lor  such  year,  the 
amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the 
amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  de¬ 
termine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements 
as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  An¬ 
dersen:  On  page  6,  line  5,  strike  out  "$2,- 
425,000  and  insert  “$2,025,000.” 

solicitor’s  office 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  amendment  is  being  of¬ 
fered  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  are  being  curtailed  considerably  in 
the  bill  which  is  before  the  House.  As 
a  direct  consequence,  the  work  of  the 
Solicitor’s  Office,  especially  in  relation 
to  the  farm-tenancy  loans,  subsistence 
loans,  and  various  matters  in  connection 
with  crop  insurance  and  the  AAA  pro¬ 
gram,  has  been  very  much  lessened  and 
surely  an  organization  which  is  already 
today  top-heavy  can  be  shaved  down  to 
a  certain  extent  without  doing  harm  to 
anybody  in  America,  least  of  all  the 
farmers  in  America. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  we  should  be 
consistent  with  respect  to  cuts  in  the 
appropriations  for  the  various  agencies 
In  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  inso¬ 
far  as  reasonably  possible.  I  do  not 
mean  that  all  agencies  should  receive 
the  same  cut  percentagewise,  but  the 
fact  remains  that  the  effects  of  cutting 
one  organization  severely  and  leaving 
others  alone  will  undoubtedly  result  in 
bad  feelings  throughout  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

When  we  consider  the  entire  bill  as  a 
whole — programs,  personnel, ‘and  such 
have  been  cut  to  the  extent  of  30  per¬ 
cent — it  would  seem  that  it  is  not  out  of 
line  whatsoever  to  request  that  the 
Solicitor’s  Office,  already  top-heavy, 
should  take  at  least  a  20-percent  cut  be¬ 
low  what  they  have  had  available  this 
past  year.  This  is  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  its  work  as  detailed  in  this 
bill  will  be  considerably  lessened. 

The  committee  has  seen  fit  to  reduce 
the  $2,525,000  requested  for  this  office 
by  only  $100,000.  Might  I  at  this  point 
again  call  attention  to  the  statement  put 
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out  by  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration  in  which  they  term  this  cut  as 
a  token  cut  only.  Please  keep  in  mind 
that  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Feder¬ 
ation  does  feel  that  20  percent  of  the 
personnel  throughout  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  could  be  well  eliminated 
without  injury  to  agriculture. 

I  do  want  to  call  attention  to  this  one 
fact,  and  that  is,  the  lawyers  in  the 
Office  of  the  Solicitor  and  the  Solicitor 
himself,  together  with  the  nonprofes¬ 
sional  people  assigned  thereto,  make  up 
what  is  called  a  service  organization. 
They  do  not  produce.  They  do  not  do 
the  research,  diffuse  the  useful  knowl¬ 
edge,  gather  the  market  news,  take  ac¬ 
tion  necessary  to  provide  the  support 
and  loans  for  commodities,  or  perform 
other  services  which  the  Department 
renders  to  the  public  and  to  the  farmers. 
The  Solicitor’s  Office  renders  legal  serv¬ 
ices,  and  legal  services  only,  to  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  or  operating  people  of  the 
Department.  Is  it  not  reasonable  that 
cuts  in  appropriations  which  reduce  per¬ 
sonnel  and  activities  of  the  administra¬ 
tive  and  operating  people,  the  clients  in 
this  instance,  should  be  matched  by  a 
comparable  reduction  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  service  agency? 

The  bill  as  it  now  comes  before  you 
provides  for  a  mere  4-percent  cut  in  the 
cost  of  legal  services  in  the  Department. 
As  I  stated  I  do  not  profess  to  be  able  to 
calculate  accurately  the  effect  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  cuts  throughout  the  Department 
upon  the  Solicitor’s  Office  and  conse¬ 
quently  am  not  inclined  to  urge  a  per¬ 
centage-wise  cut  of  32  percent  in  this 
office.  On  the  other  hand,  as  I  also  indi¬ 
cated  a  moment  ago,  I  am  convinced 
that  the  application  of  a  little  common 
sense  will  result  in  the  conclusion  that 
this  legal  service  organization  should  be 
cut  more  than  4  percent  when  the  clients 
are  being  cut  more  than  30  percent.  May 
I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  the 
last  sentence  in  the  section  of  this  re¬ 
port  in  connection  with  this  item  which 
reads  as  follows : 

The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  an 
overhauling  of  the  organizational  set-up  In 
the  Solicitor’s  Office  whereby  more  legal  tal¬ 
ent  can  be  devoted  to  actual  legal  work 
rather  than  supervision  could  effectuate  addi¬ 
tional  economy  in  this  office. 

Please  also  note  that  the  Solicitor  in 
his  statement  before  the  committee  pred¬ 
icated  his  request  for  more  than  two  and 
one-half  million  dollars  to  a  great  extent 
upon  work  anticipated  incident  to  the 
Farm  Home  Administration. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  am  a  lawyer  and  a 
farmer.  I  am  wondering.  For  the  life 
of  me  I  cannot  conceive  of  any  material 
or  beneficial  aid  that  a  solicitor  or  a 
lawyer  would  render  to  the  farmers  of 
this  country.  If  it  is  wet  he  cannot  make 
it  dry.  If  it  is  dry  he  cannot  bring  rain, 
he  cannot  impel  an  invasion  of  grass¬ 
hoppers  or  crickets.  It  seems  to  me'  it  is 
a  soft  job  for  a  lawyer  who  probably 
could  not  make  a  living  if  we  put  him 
out  on  his  own. 


Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
back  in  1938  only  $195,000  were  appropri¬ 
ated  for  this  particular  Solicitor’s  Office. 
In  1942  $232,000.  Of  course,  up  along  in 
1944  we  did  give  them  the  REA  and  other 
jobs  to  take  care  of,  but  we  see  at  the 
same  time  that  they  have  jumped  up  to 
$1,679,000  in  1944.  Last  year  they  had 
$2,214,000.  They  are  asking  this  year 
for  $2,525,000.  Where  is  this  bureau¬ 
cratic  tree  going  to, stop  growing?  I  am 
trying  to  prune  this  tree  before  it  gets 
too  high.  You,  know,  the  branches  on 
top  never  do  any  good  as  far  as  producing 
fruit  is  concerned.  Let  us  try  to  instill 
a  little  economy  into  the  Solicitor’s  Office, 
as  well  as  endeavor  to  relieve  the  load 
upon  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation.  Four 
hundred  thousand  dollars  is  a  reasonable 
cut;  20  percent  is  a  reasonable  cut.  They 
can  stand  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro¬ 
ceed  for  three  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Are  we 
going  to  get  down  to  common  sense  and 
really  try  to  effect  a  little  economy  or 
are  we  not? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  in  this 
bill  the  Department  is  asking  for  223 
solicitors  or  lawyers? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  They  are 
asking  for  too  many,  I  will  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  The  gentleman  is  very 
modest  in  the  amendment  he  has  in¬ 
troduced. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  We  have 
given  the  farm  programs,  that  the  Solici¬ 
tor’s  Office  is  supposed  to  take  care  of. 
a  30-percent  cut  in  the  bill  in  order  to 
effect  economy  so  that  we  can  balance 
our  budget.  Why  can  we  not  cut  this 
legal  personnel  by  at  least  20  percent?  I 
think  that  is  only  reasonable. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  also 
that  any  time  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  wants  to  get  some  legal  service, 
they  can  go  to  the  Department  of 
Justice? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Why,  cer¬ 
tainly,  in  many  instances. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  They  are  at  their  dis¬ 
posal  every  minute.  I  had  hoped  the 
gentleman  was  going  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  strike  out  at  least  twifce  as  much 
as  he  has. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  am  try¬ 
ing  to  be  reasonable.  I  am  a  farmer, 
and  I  certainly  do  not  want  to  do  any¬ 
thing  to  hurt  our  great  Department  of 
Agriculture,  but  I  do  want  to  see  to  it 
since  this  Congress  has  seen  fit  to  take 
away  30  percent  of  the  program  of  the 
farmers,  that  we  take  at  least  20  per¬ 
cent  of  the  personnel  out  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  tMr.  H,  Carl  Andersen]. 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
three  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  be  so 
kind  as  to  give  me  your  undivided  atten¬ 
tion  for  just  a  few  moments. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  a  Member  of  the 
House  who  knows  anything  of  my  voting 
record  but  what  he  will  agree  that  I  have 
consistently  voted  for  economy.  I  know 
there  are  many  members  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  who  will  agree  with  that 
statement.  I  have  been  very  conserva¬ 
tive  and  endeavored  to  so  be  on  every 
vote  that  I  have  cast,  whether  it  be  a 
money  matter  or  one  regarding  the  social 
problems  of  the  people  of  this  coimtry 
or  of  the  world. 

But  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Republicans — and  I  shall  not  give  you  a 
lecture  because  I  am  not  capable  of  doing 
that — to  the  fact  that  I  have  heard  many 
of  you  make  speech  after  speech  criticiz¬ 
ing  those  of  us  in  the  minority,  who  last 
year  were  in  the  majority,  for  throwing 
dollar  after  dollar  after  dollar  across 
the  pond  to  the  people  of  Europe  and 
never  doing  anything  for  our  own.  That 
particularly  applies  to  the  gentleman, 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  and 
also  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Rich],  as  well  as  many  others. 

Since  you  have  lectured  we  Demo¬ 
crats  so  often  on  spending  our  substance 
on  the  people  of  foreign  lands,  I  want  to 
check  the  record  for  a  moment  to  deter¬ 
mine  where  our  dollars  are  being  spent 
and  who  has  been  doing  the  spending. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  the  front  page  of 
the  Times-Herald  of  Washington  of  May 
22,  1947,  which  is  the  second  best  Re¬ 
publican  newspaper  in  the  country,  sec¬ 
ond  only  to  the  Chicago  Tribune,  if  that 
be  any  credit  to  its  journalism,  and  on 
the  front  page  of  that  paper  I  see  a  head¬ 
line  as  follows; 

The  House  votes  $350,000,000  foreign  relief 
for  Europe  by  a  vote  of  288  to  86. 

Those  86  dissenting  votes,  my  friends, 
do  not  equal  but  about  one-third  of  the 
Republican  membership  of  this  House 
and  they  by  no  means  were  all  Republi¬ 
can  votes,  and,  lo  and  behold,  after  we 
have  been  lectured  time  and  again  by 
our  Republican  friends  to  do  something 
for  our  own  people,  for  instance  the 
American  farmer,  the  farmer  of  the 
bread  basket  of  this  country,  and  of  the 
cotton  South  and  of  the  far  West,  this 
same  newspaper  in  another  column 
announced  that  you  Republicans  have 
brought  out  an  agricultural  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  cutting  $400,000,000  off  of  the 
American  farmer.  Wherein  is  your 
consistency?  How  much  did  you  save? 
You  saved  $50,000,000  on  those  2  days, 
if  this  bill  passes  as  is,  which  it  is  not 
going  to  do,  and  you  made  the  farmers 
of  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  New  York,  and  the  rest  of  this  coun- 
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try  pay  the  whole  European  relief  bill, 
plus  a  $50,000,000  tip. 

Now  let  us  see  who  voted  for  that 
$350,000,000  relief  bill.  Your  privilege 
to  vote  as  you  choose  I  do  not  question. 
The  sincerity  of  your  lectures  to  we 
Democrats  I  do.  Let  us  take  the  Repub¬ 
lican  membership  of  the  Appropriations 
Subcommittee  on  Agricultme,  which 
recommends  these  drastic  cuts  and  we 
will  take  them  alphabetically.  For  that 
$350,000,000  which  we  so  gently  and  gra¬ 
ciously  on  April  30,  threw  across  the 
water  to  Europe — and  this  was  not  a 
Democratic  controlled  Congress  doing 
the  “chunking” — the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen] 
voted  “aye.”  The  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Dirksen]'  voted  “aye.”  The 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Horan]  voted  “aye.”  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Phillips],  who  is 
not  willing  to  give  $3,500,000  additional 
to  a  farm-research  program,  as  he  told 
you  a  moment  ago,  voted  “aye.”  The 
gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plum- 
ley]  voted  “aye.”  And,  lo  and  behold, 
the  Republican  majority  leader  who  is 
now  facing  me,  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  voted  “aye,”  and 
so  did  the  Republican  whip,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  [Mr.  ArendsI  and  so 
did  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber].  Now,  who  is  doing  the  “chunk¬ 
ing?”  Who  is  forgetting  the  people  at 
home? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Just  as  soon  as  I 
finish  I  will  yield. 

On  the  9th  day  of  May  we  had  before 
us  another  bill  to  chunk  some  more 
money  across  the  water,  $400,000,000  to 
Greece  and  Turkey.  Let  us  take  the  per¬ 
sonnel  of  this  subcommittee  and  see  how 
they  voted  on  that  day,  and  see  how  they 
were  going  to  take  care  of  all  this  econ¬ 
omy  they  were  going  to  settle  upon  the 
hard-working  farmers  of  this  country. 
The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen]  voted  “aye.”  The 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen] 
was  paired  “aye.”  The  gentleman  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Horan]  voted  “aye.” 
The  gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Plumley]  voted  “aye.”  And  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California,  be  it  one  time  said 
to  his  credit,  consistent  with  his  argu¬ 
ment  here  today,  voted  “no.”  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  voted 
“aye.”  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Abends]  voted  “aye,”  and  the  distin¬ 
guished  Republican  majority  leader  voted 
“aye.” 

Then  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  when  the 
conference  report  on  the  $350,000,000  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  came  back  to  the  House, 
and  we  had  another  roll  call  on  the  bill, 
Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  again  voted  “aye,” 
Mr.  Dirksen  voted  “aye,”  Mr.  Horan 
voted  “aye.”  Mr.  Phillips  of  California 
voted  “aye,”  Mr.  Plumley  voted  “aye,” 
Mr.  Taber  voted  “aye,”  Mr.  Abends  voted 
“aye,”  and  Mr.  Halleck  voted  “aye.” 
Have  you  ever  heard  of  such  rubber 
stamping?  Aye,  aye,  aye,  aye  for  every¬ 
one.  And  on  this  same  day  you  bring  in 
an  appropriation  bill  to  kick  the  slats  out 
of  the  American  farmer  to  the  tune  of 
$400,000,000. 


Those  are  the  men  who  would  deny 
49,000  veterans  of  this  country  a  loan 
through  the  farm-tenant-purchase  pro¬ 
gram  to  start  a  home  and  a  family;  who 
would  deny  research  for  agriculture ;  who 
would  refuse  to  pay  in  full  committed 
AAA  payments;  who  would  deny  elec¬ 
tricity  to  our  farm  people,  all  in  the 
name  of  economy.  Well  why  did  not 
you  think  of  that  when  you  were  giving 
so  much  to  Europe. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
two  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are 
seeking  to  expedite  this  bill.  I  regret 
extremely  that  I  must  object. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Well,  I  know  it 
hurts  and  am  sorry  you  cannot  stand 
more  of  it.  If  this  is  the  kind  of  econ¬ 
omy  we  are  going  to  have,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  do  not  want  any  of  it.  You  Republi¬ 
cans  are  committing  political  hara-kiri. 
I  wish  I  could  sympathize  with  you  but 
I  cannot. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

BtTREAtr  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to 
exceed  $1,887,000  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  including  the  salary  of 
Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and 
not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as 
follows; 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten]  wiU  at  the 
proper  time  offer  an  amendment  to  re¬ 
store  the  $25,000,000  taken  away  from  the 
tenant-purchase  program.  The  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration,  an  agency  of  the  Government 
which  was  created  just  last  year. 

It  took  over  the  functions  of  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  which  was  in 
disrepute,  and  also  the  functions  of  the 
Emergency  Crop  and  Seed  Loan  offices. 
After  the  Farm  Security  had  gotten  into 
disrepute,  the  Administrator  resigned 
and  a  former  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  Hon.  Frank  Hancock, 
was  appointed  Administrator.  When  he 
resigned,  after  making  a  very  fine  record, 
Mr.  Dillard  Lasseter,  of  the  State  of 
Georgia,  took  over,  and  he  became  the 
first  Administrator  of  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration. 

This  economy-minded  Republican  sub¬ 
committee,  after  lengthy  hearings,  pro¬ 
vided  $25,000,000,  the  budget  having 
recommended  $35,000,000.  After  the  bill 
was  reported  they  went  back,  and  in¬ 
stead  of  making  a  scientific  cut  they  dug 
up  this  agency,  roots  and  runners.  As 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr, 
Abernethy]  has  just  said,  49,000  vet¬ 
erans  of  World  War  II  who  have  appli¬ 
cations  now  on  file  and  who  desire  to 
purchase  farms  and  avail  themselves  of 
this  very  beneficial  legislation,  will  ^ 
disappointed  and  disgusted. 

Although  I  happen  to  be  the  author  of 
a  bill,  the  Farmers  Home  Administration 
bill,  and  although  I  was  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  of  our  committee  to  in¬ 
vestigate  the  Farm  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  1  know  I  am  not  the  only  friend 


of  that  agency  In  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  I  know  that  the  agency  has 
many  friends  in  the  Republican  Party 
and  among  the  membership  of  this  House 
generally.  I  think  Mr.  Lasseter  has  done 
a  magnificent  job.  He  has  accomplished 
many  economies,  and  has  made  an  ex¬ 
cellent  record.  Members  of  both  parties 
should  be  willing  to  trust  him  in  the 
further  administration  of  this  program. 

It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  almost  a 
tragedy  for  the  House  to  disappoint  the 
49,000  veterans  who  are  now  waiting  for 
an  opportunity  to  purchase  a  farm  home 
and  start  themselves  in  the  business  of 
farming. 

I  appeal  to  the  Democrats  and  likewise 
to  the  Republicans  to  support  the  Whit¬ 
ten  amendment,  when  it  is  offered,  and 
restore  this  $25,000,000.  I  know  the  Re¬ 
publicans  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  were  just  as  friendly  to  this 
agency  as  the  Democrats.  1  know  what 
the  answer  will  be  when  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  comes  to  the 
well  of  the  House.  He  wiU  tell  the  House 
and  the  country  that  Mr.  Lasseter  has 
done  an  excellent  job  and  that  Frank 
'Hancock  likewise  did  a  fine  job  as  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  He  will  tell  you  that 
the  collection  record  is  superb.  I  have 
detailed  information  which  I  will  place 
in  the  Record  but  which  my  time 
will  not  permit  me  to  discuss  now.  He 
will  try  to  justify  the  action  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  by  saying  that  after  his  commit¬ 
tee  had  given  careful  thought  to  the  mat¬ 
ter,  President  Truman  wrote  a  letter  to 
Secretary  Anderson  suggesting  that  Mr. 
Anderson  call  a  Nation-wide  conference, 
a  conference  of  all  of  the  officials  of  pub¬ 
lic  and  private  lending  agencies  engaged 
in  making  loans  to  farmers  on  real  prop¬ 
erty. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  1  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
that  letter  was  received,  and  publicity 
was  given  to  it,  the  idea  went  abroad  that 
the  President  was  afraid  we  were  going 
into  some  sort  of  Inflationary  spiral  in 
farm-land  values.  All  of  us  know  that 
if  we  have  inflation  in  the  rural  sections 
of  the  country,  certainly  we  have  infla¬ 
tion  in  the  cities  of  America.  If  we  are 
going  to  deprive  the  farmers  of  America 
of  an  opportunity  to  buy  farm  homes, 
certainly  we  should  repeal  all  veterans’ 
legislation  which  is  now  on  the  books. 
We  should  do  away  with  many  of  the 
features  of  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  because 
certainly  no  Member  would  be  justified 
in  discriminating  between  veterans  in 
the  city  and  veterans  in  the  country. 

Going  back  to  the  argument  which  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen] 
will  make — and  it  is  easy  for  me  to  anti¬ 
cipate  his  argument,  because  I  heard  his 
statement  before  the  Rules  Committee, 
and  I  have  read  the  report — a  little  sup¬ 
plemental  report  that  they  put  in  here — 
but  the  effect  of  it  was  to  destroy  abso- 
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lutely  the  tenant-purchase  program. 
His  suggestion  is  that  he  and  the  Repub¬ 
licans  on  his  committee  are  trying  to  fol¬ 
low  Mr.  Truman  and  strengthen  his  arm 
as  he  Is  trying  to  retard  and  control  the 
forces  of  inflation  on  the  farm.  Now,  the 
fact  is,  I  have  here  a  letter  from  Secre¬ 
tary  Anderson.  I  checked  with  him.  He 
checked  with  the  White  House  and  the 
White  House  checked  with  Mr.  Truman 
in  Kansas  City.  I  will  read  it  to  the 
House  for  your  consideration: 

Department  of  Agricttlture, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  27,  1947. 
Hon.  Harold  D.  Cooley, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Cooley:  In  reading  the  report  to 
accompany  H.  R.  3601,  the  bill  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  we  And  that  while  $50,000,000  was  avail¬ 
able  for  farm  tenant  loans  for  the  fiscal  year 
1947,  and  while  the  budget  submitted  an 
estimate  of  $35,000,000  for  1948,  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  has  deleted  the  entire 
amount.  This  action  Is  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  the  committee  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  remains  a  firm  friend  of  the  farm 
tenant  loan  program  and  suggests  that  its 
action  In  eliminating  the  appropriation 
should  strengthen  the  hand  of  the  President 
in  his  current  move  to  halt  the  excessive  in¬ 
flation  of  farm  land  values. 

On  May  16  the  President  directed  a  letter 
to  me  expressing  his  deep  concern  about  the 
recent  rise  in  farm  real  estate  prices.  He 
was  careful  to  point  out  that  while  24  States 
had  real  estate  values  which  are  now  above 
the  Inflationary  peak  of  1920,  there  was  yet 
time  to  prevent  further  Inflation  in  farm 
real-estate  prices  and  the  overexpansion  of 
farm  debts.  He  suggested  an  early  confer¬ 
ence  for  consideration  of  the  problem. 

I  know  from  my  discussions  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  both  prior  and  subsequent  to  the  send¬ 
ing  of  this  letter  to  me,  that  by  his  sugges¬ 
tion  for  a  conference  on  the  farm  real-estate 
situation,  he  did  not  desire  nor  intend  to 
destroy  the  farm  tenant  purchase  program. 
Since  the  report  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  was  issued  I  have  rechecked  this  with 
the  President  and  find  that  he  is  strongly 
opposed  to  a  curtailment  of  the  farm  tenant 
program  to  any  point  lower  than  the  figure 
carried  in  his  budget.  Many  veterans  re¬ 
turning  from  the  war  have  been  able  to  find 
farms  which  they  can  purchase  at  non- 
inflated  prices,  sometimes  from  aged  parents 
who  have  lived  a  long  time  on  the  farm  and 
are  quite  ready  to  retire.  We  now  have 
pending  83,997  applications  for  the  purchase 
of  farms  under  the  farm  tenant  program,  of 
which  number  41,560  are  from  veterans. 

The  record  of  the  Department  shows  that 
during  the  past  year,  using  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  available  a  year  ago,  we  have  been 
able  to  help  tenant  farmers  acquire  land 
under  this  program  at  an  average  of  only  $3 
per  farm  more  than  a  year  ago.  These  loans 
to  veterans  and  others  are  made  under  a 
policy  which  recognizes  the  long-time  earn¬ 
ing  value  of  these  lands,  and  purchases  made 
on  that  basis  do  not  contribute  to  inflation, 
but  on  the  contrary  set  a  pattern  for  the 
sound  transfer  of  farm  real  estate  from  one 
owner  to  another.  We  need  that  good  ex¬ 
ample  and  I  hope  that  the  Congress  will  re¬ 
store  the  $35,000,000  carried  in  the  President’s 
Budget  for  the  purpose  of  making  these  self- 
liquidating  loans  on  which  the  repayment 
record  is  extremely  good. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Clinton  P.  Anderson, 

Secretary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Cooley]  has  expired. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  In  addition  to  that,  I 
know  everybody  in  this  House  should 
be  interested  not  only  in  the  views  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  but  I  ven¬ 
ture  the  assertion  that  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  is  still  quite  friend¬ 
ly  to  this  item  and  I  believe  that  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  is  likewise  favor¬ 
able  to  the  tenant-purchase  program.  I 
believe  he  will  be  frank  enough  to  tell 
the  House  that  collections  have  been  ex¬ 
cellent  under  the  management  of  Mr. 
Lasseter. 

I  do  not  want  the  House  to  be  led 
astray  by  thinking  that  in  cutting  out 
this  item  they  are  strengthening  the  arm 
of  the  President.  You  have  just  heard 
a  letter  that  came  almost  directly  from 
Mr.  Truman.  It  came  to  me  through 
Clinton  Anderson,  a  former  Member  of 
the  House  and  a  splendid  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

I  have  here  another  letter  which  I 
will  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
but  which  I  will  not  take  the  time  to 
read.  It  comes  from  the  American  Vet¬ 
erans  Committee. 

(The  letter  referred  to  follows:) 

The  American  Veterans  Committee, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  27,  1947. 
Hon.  Harold  D.  Cooley, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Cooley:  The  1948 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  reported  by 
the  House  Appropriations  Committee  in  effect 
denies  qualified  veterans  with  limited  capital 
resources  the  opportunity  of  entering  the 
farming  business.  By  eliminating  funds  for 
direct  loans  from  the  farm-tenancy  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  proposed  bill,  the  committee  has 
deprived  veterans  of  the  right  to  purchase 
farms  under  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Ten¬ 
ant  Act,  a  right  assured  them  under  the  GI 
bill  of  rights. 

The  American  Veterans  Committee  urges 
the  immediate  restoration  of  the  $25,000,000 
appropriation  recommended  by  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Subcommittee  for  this  purpose. 

Two  out  of  every  three  veterans  working 
in  agriculture  when  they  entered  the  armed 
forces  have  returned  to  farms.  This  group 
includes  over  a  million  veterans,  many  of 
whom  desire  to  become  farm  owners.  We 
believe  that  they  should  be  given  every 
opportunity  to  achieve  this  objective. 

The  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of 
1944,  as  amended,  makes  veterans  eligible  for 
loans  under  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Ten¬ 
ant  Act.  The  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended,  further  augments  veterans’ 
opportunities  of  becoming  farm  owners  by 
giving  them  preference  over  nonveterans. 
This  act  also  provides  for  special  farm-pur¬ 
chase  loans  to  disabled  war  veterans. 

Under  these  authorities,  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  has  made  over  4,300  fafm- 
purchase  loans  to  veterans  and  had  on  hand 
over  40,000  additional  applications  from  vet¬ 
erans  as  of  April  30,  1947.  Over  50  percent 
of  the  farm-purchase  loans  made  this  year 
were  to  veterans. 

The  committee  report  justifies  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  direct  farm-purchase  funds  on  the 
basis  that  such  loans  are  too  inflationary. 
Without  careful  selection  of  farms  this  state¬ 


ment  could  become  a  reality.  We  firmly  be¬ 
lieve,  however,  that  a  minimum  of  $25,000,- 
000  could  safely  be  loaned  to  veterans  who 
desire  to  purchase  farms  from  relatives  and 
others  at  less  than  current  market  prices,  to 
veterans  who  need  to  develop  and  improve 
farms  they  already  qwn,  and  veterans  who 
are  able  to  purchase  farms  in  areas  that  have 
not  been  seriously  affected  by  high  land 
prices  without  adding  to  the  inflationary 
trend.  Farm-development  loans  particu¬ 
larly  are  anti-inflationary  because  such  loans 
are  used  to  make  improvements  such  as 
drainage,  land  clearing,  and  building  repair 
and  construction,  and  do  not  involve  the 
purchase  of  land. 

A  veteran  entering  the  farming  business 
needs  assistance  in.  selecting  his  farm  and  in 
planning  his  farming  activities  during  the 
first  few  years  of  his  new  occupation — a 
highly  specialized  and  competitive  one. 
Also,  as  a  result  of  his  military  service,  he 
has  ,  had  little  opportunity  to  accumulate 
sufficient  capital  to  make  the  down  payment 
needed  to  qualify  for  a  loan  from  other 
sources.  In  order  to  give  veterans  a  fair 
chance  to  purchase  farms  and  to  obtain 
assistance  needed  to  become  firmly  estab¬ 
lished  in  this  business,  we  strongly  urge  that 
a  minimum  of  $25,000,000  be  appropriated 
for  direct  farm-purchase  loans  under  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  and  that 
adequate  funds  be  provided  for  effective 
administration  of  the  program. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Chat  Paterson, 

Legislative  Representative,  American 
Veterans  Committee. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  American  Legion 
is  in  favor  of  this  item. 

I  believe  that  every  labor  organization 
in  America  and  every  farm  organization 
in  America  is  in  favor  of  restoring  this 
item  to  this  bill. 

I  will  hereafter  submit  for  your  con¬ 
sideration  the  agricultural  policies  of  the 
American  Legion  and  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars. 

This  1948  agricultural  appropriation 
bill,  as  reported  by  the  House  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  proposes  to  eliminate 
direct  loans  from  the  farm-tenancy 
item,  thereby  denying  qualified  veterans 
with  limited  capital  resources  the  op¬ 
portunity  of  entering  the  farming  busi¬ 
ness. 

Two  out  of  every  three  veterans  work¬ 
ing  in  agriculture  when  they  entered  the 
armed  forces  have  returned  to  farms. 
This  group  includes  over  a  million  vet¬ 
erans,  many  of  whom  desire  to  become 
farm  owners.  I  believe  that  they  should 
be  given  every  opportunity  to  achieve 
this  objective. 

The  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of 
1944,  as  amended,  makes  veterans  eli¬ 
gible  for  loans  under  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  The  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended, 
further  augments  veterans’  opportuni¬ 
ties  of  becoming  farm  owners  by  giving 
them  preference  over  nonveterans.  This 
act  also  provides  for  special  farm-pur¬ 
chase  loans  to  disabled  war  veterans. 

Under  these  authorities  the  Farmers’ 
Home  Administration  has  made  over 
4,000  farm-purchase  loans  to  veterans 
and  had  49,235  additional  applications 
from  veterans,  as  of  March  31,  1947. 

A  veteran  entering  the  farming  busi¬ 
ness  usually  needs  assistance  in  selecting 
his  farm  and  in  planning  his  farming 
activities  during  the  first  few  years  of 
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his  new  occupation — a  highly  specialized 
and  competitive  one.  Also,  as  a  result 
of  his  military  service  he  frequently  has 
had  little  opportunity  to  accumulate  suf¬ 
ficient  capital  and  to  make  the  necessary 
down  payment  to  qualify  for  a  loan  from 
other  sources.  In  order  to  give  veterans 
a  fair  opportunity  to  purchase  farms  and 
to  obtain  assistance  needed  to  become 
firmly  established  in  this  business  I 
strongly  urge  that  a  minimum  of  $25,- 
000,000  be  appropriated  for  direct  farm 
purchase  loans  under  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  and  that  ade¬ 
quate  funds  be  provided  for  effective  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  program.  Failure  to 
provide  these  funds  will,  for  many  vet¬ 
erans  interested  in  farming,  deprive  them 
of  a  right  assured  them  under  the  GI 
bill  of  rights. 

The  committee  report  justifies  the 
elimination  of  direct  farm  purchase 
funds  on  the  basis  that  such  loans  are 
too  inflationary.  Without  careful  selec¬ 
tion  of  farms  this  statement  could  be¬ 
come  a  reality.  I  firmly  believe,  how¬ 
ever,  that  a  minimum  of  $25,000,000 
could  safely  be  loaned  to  veterans  who 
desire  to  purchase  farms  from  relatives 
and  others  at  less  than  current  market 
prices,  to  veterans  who  need  to  develop 
and  Improve  farms  they  already  own,  and 
veterans  who  are  able  to  purchase  farms 
in  areas  that  have  not  been  seriously 
affected  by  high  land  prices  without 
adding  to  the  inflationary  trend. 

To  perform  the  combined  and  in¬ 
creased  functions  heretofore  performed 
by  predecessor  agencies  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  will  have  fewer 
employees  in  1948  than  Farm  Security 
had  at  the  time  of  consolidation.  The 
appropriations  made  available  for  the 
separate  operations  prior  to  the  consoli¬ 
dation  provided  for  9,590  full-time  em¬ 
ployees — 8,377  in  Farm  Security  and 
1,213  in  the  Emergency  Crop  and  Feed 
Loan  Division.  Through  the  merger  this 
number  has  been  greatly  reduced.  All  23 
regional  offices  of  the  Farm  Security  and 
Emergency  Crop  and  Feed  Loan  Division 
were  abolished  by  May  1,  2  months  prior 
to  the  date  required  by  the  act. 

Requests  have  been  made  for  $35,000,- 
000  for  direct  loans  for  1948  as  compared 
with  $50,000,000  for  1947. 

Fifteen  million  dollars  has  been  re¬ 
quested  for  the  purpose  of  activating  the 
farm  mortgage  insurance  program. 

It  is  intended  to  emphasize  the  farm 
mortgage  insurance  program.  However, 
it  will  still  be  necessary  to  make  loans 
from  Federal  appropriations  as  it  will  be 
necessary  to  take  care  of  veterans’  needs, 
many  of  whom  do  not  have  the  necessary 
down  payment  to  qualify  under  the  mort¬ 
gage  insurance  plan.  Indeed  the  most 
m-gent  question  with  respect  to  the  use 
of  loan  funds  is  the  extent  to  which  such 
loans  will  be  available  to  veterans  of 
World  War  II  now  seeking  to  establish 
themselves  on  family-type  farms. 

As  of  May  31,  approximately  49,000 
veteran  applications  were  pending  as 
compared  with  approximately  8,000  1 
year  ago.  In  order  to  comply  with  the 
veteran  preference  provision  of  the  act 
nonveteran  loans  have  been  suspended 
in  more  than  16  States. 


It  has  been  necessary  to  channel  prac¬ 
tically  all  remaining  funds  into  veteran 
loans  during  the  last  quarter  of  the  year. 
Increase  in  number  of  veteran  loans  is 
emphasized  by  the  fact  that  only  211 
loans  were  made  in  the  first  half  of  1946, 
whereas  1,495  were  made  in  the  first  half 
of  1947.  Approximately  $28,000,000  had 
been  obligated  as  of  February  28,  with 
expectation  that  the  principal  portion 
of  the  original  $50,000,000  authorization 
would  be  used  by  June  30.  Of  the 
amount  obligated  to  date,  more  than 
half  has  been  made  to  veterans  and  the 
remainder  to  nonveterans.  There  are 
above  40,000  nonveteran  applications 
pending  as  of  this  date. 

The  crop  year  1945,  which  is  the  latest 
period  for  which  complete  collection  re¬ 
turns  are  available,  was  the  best  year  up 
to  that  date  from  the  collection  stand¬ 
point.  Seven  million  four  hundred  and 
eighteen  thousand  one  hundred  and 
twenty-nine  dollars  would  have  been  re¬ 
quired  in  1945  to  meet  payments  due  on 
the  basis  of  equal  annual  installments, 
but  borrowers  actually  paid  $18,131,313 
in  1945  which  is  $10,713,184  more  than 
schedule.  From  the  beginning  of  the 
program  active  variable  payment  bor¬ 
rowers  had  made  cumulative  payments 
of  $42,667,556  as  against  $24,299,786 
which  would  have  been  due  under  a  fixed 
payment  contract.  Sixty-eight  percent 
of  the  variable  payment  borrowers  were 
ahead  of  schedule  by  an  average  amount 
of  $1,021  or  approximately  four  annual 
installments.  Sixteen  percent  of  the 
borrowers  were  exactly  on  schedule. 
Sixteen  percent  were  behind  schedule  by 
an  average  amount  of  $259  or  about  the 
equivalent  of  one  annual  installment. 

The  effect  of  the  proposed  cut  in  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  can  only  be  fully  understood  by  tak¬ 
ing  into  consideration  the  previous  reduc¬ 
tions  made  in  the  personnel  of  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  predecessor  to 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration,  and 
the  total  job  now  assigned  to  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  by  the  Seventy- 
Ninth  Congress. 

In  the  fiscal  year  1942,  the  Farm  Se¬ 
curity  Administration  had  19,045  full¬ 
time  employees.  The  President’s  budget 
estimate  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  requested 
$30,000,000  with  full-time  employees  to¬ 
taling  8,219.  The  committee  bill  reduces 
the  amount  for  salaries  and  expenses  to 
$18,000,000  which  will  provide  for  less 
than  4,800  employees.  In  other  words, 
without  taking  into  consideration  the 
employees  or  the  functions  of  the  Emer¬ 
gency  Crop  and  Feed  Loan  Division  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration,  which  were 
transferred  to  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  the  reductions  in  Farm  Security 
Administration  alone  from  1942  to  1948 
under  the  President’s  budget  estimate 
would  be  10,826  employees  or  56.9  percent. 
Under  the  House  bill  the  reductions  since 
1942  would  be  14,245  employees  or  74.8 
percent.  Taking  into  consideration  the 
personnel  of  the  Emergency  Crop  and 
Peed  Loan  Division,  the  committee  bill 
represents  a  reduction  of  15,523  or  76.4 
percent  since  1942, 

This  agency  was  established  by  an  act 
of  Congress  on  August  14,  1946,  after 
thorough  Investigation,  will  have  on  next 


July  1,  assets  to  be  serviced  during  the 
fiscal  year  1948  totaling  approximately 
$800,000,000  including  loans  outstanding 
to  more  than  1,200,000  farm  families. 
In  addition,  the  President’s  estimate  pro¬ 
vided  for  new  loans  and  insured  mort¬ 
gages  totaling  $141,505,000.  On  the  basis 
of  the  President’s  budget,  the  adminis¬ 
trative  and  operating  costs  of  this  agency 
represent  3.3  percent  of  the  assets  to  be 
serviced  and  the  loans  to  be  made  in 
1948. 

The  loans  made  by  this  agency  are  to 
the  small  farmers  who  cannot  obtain 
suitable  credit  from  any  other  source. 
The  proposed  reduction  will  not  only  les¬ 
sen  the  opportunity  for  these  small  farm¬ 
ers  of  our  Nation  to  succeed,  but  will 
seriously  impair  the  Government’s  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  loans  outstanding.  Such 
reductions  can  only  result  in  losses  of 
public  funds  direcly  attributable  to  in¬ 
sufficient  personnel  for  collecting  out¬ 
standing  Farmers  Home  Administration 
accounts. 

The  committee  seeks  to  force  a  drastic 
reduction  in  the  personnel  of  the  Farm¬ 
ers  Home  Administration,  a  reduction  of 
from  8,400  to  4,250.  The  result  will  be 
that  the  Administrator  will  have  only 
2.4  percent  of  the  total  assets  to  be  ad¬ 
ministered  for  administrative  purposes. 
Certainly  we  have  no  right  to  expect  the 
agency  to  be  administered  properly  and 
managed  with  such  limitation  upon  funds 
for  administrative  purposes.  The  re¬ 
sult  will  be  a  very  substantial  loss  to 
the  Federal  Government,  but  perhaps 
this  is  the  Republican  Party’s  idea  of 
economy.  You  economy-minded  Re¬ 
publicans  are  having  a  field  day,  but  the 
country  will  know  what  you  are  doing 
to  the  farmers  of  the  Nation  and  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  this  Republic. 
You  are  wrecking  the  farm  program  and 
you  know  it,  but  you  seek  to  justify  your 
action  in  the  name  of  economy.  You 
are  not  saving  money.  You  are  actually 
wasting  money.  You  are  not  keeping 
faith  with  the  veterans.  You  are  break¬ 
ing  faith  with  them.  By  failing  to  pro¬ 
vide  $300,000,000  for  soil  conservation 
you  are  taking  from  the  farmers  of 
America  the  money  you  promised  them. 
You  are  repudiating  your  own  obligations 
to  those  who  live  on  the  farm.  You 
know  that  you  are  violating  all  of  the 
established  rules  of  the  House  and  in¬ 
vading  the  prerogatives  of  the  legisla¬ 
tive  committee,  for  which  you  seem  to 
have  very  little  regard,  and  you  are  do¬ 
ing  all  of  this  merely  because  you  have 
the  votes  and  the  power  to  do  it.  ’There 
will  come  a  day  of  reckonirlg  and  each  of 
you  will  have  to  defend  your  position 
before  the  farmers  of  your  districts. 
The  responsibility  is  yours,  and  here  and 
now  you  must  assume  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICrrLTtTRAL  RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  ex¬ 
penses  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 
Relations  and  for  enabling  the  Secretary  to 
coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agri¬ 
cultural  work.  Including  personal  services  In 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed 
$500  for  newspapers,  $628,000, 
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Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Phillips  of 
California:  On  page  13,  line  4,  strike  out 
‘•$628,000”  and  Insert  “$428,000.” 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  is  just  a  little  effort  on 
my  part  to  improve  the  services  of  one 
agency  in  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Eleven  years  ago  we  gave  this 
agency  $180,000  a  year.  Ten  years  ago, 
when  it  was  a  much  better  agency  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  farmer,  we  gave  it 
$380,000.  We  had  in  those  days  men 
like  Pi'ed  Motz,  Leo  Mallory,  Walter 
Schreiber,  Nick  Nielsen,  and  Lloyd  Steere, 
men  who  made  names  for  themselves 
all  over  the  world,  men  whose  records 
were  so  accurate  that  they  were  used 
by  the  foreign  governments  in  whose 
countries  they  served. 

Today  we  have  a  sort  of  adjunct  to  the 
State  Department  furnishing  us  with  re¬ 
ports  that  are,  as  I  said  yesterday,  often 
more  of  historic  value  than  for  immediate 
use. 

I  am  simply  suggesting  that  if  we  had 
a  better  agency  at  $380,000,  perhaps  if 
we  cut  them  back  to  $428,000  we  will 
get  a  better  one  than  we  have  now.  Les 
Wheeler  can  run  a  good  office.  He  has 
in  the  past  and  he  can  again.  Getting 
less  may  encourage  the  Secreta.ry  of 
Agriculture  to  see  that  this  does  not  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  an  appendix  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  but  that  it  becomes  again  an 
office  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
standing  on  its  own  feet,  giving  a  service 
useful  to  the  farmers,  and  of  which  the 
farmers  may  be  proud. 

I  ask  for  an  aye  vote  on  my  amendment 
to  reduce  this  amount  by  $200,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Meat  inspection :  For  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  laws  relating  to  Federal  inspection 
of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $5,000,000, 
for  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  as  a  working-capital  fund,  without 
fiscal-year  limitation,  to  be  designated  as  the 
“Meat  Inspection  fund,”  which  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  all  expenses  necessary  to  furnish  an 
adequate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service, 
and  hereafter  every  person,  firm,  public 
agency,  or  other  organization  furnished  in¬ 
spection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including 
Inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products 
offered  for  import  or  export  and  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products, 
shall  pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  at  rates  and 
fees  to  be  fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to 
be  deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund, 
shall  provide  full  reimbursement  for  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  attributable  to  the  furnishing  of 
such  inspection  or  service,  including  scien¬ 
tific  and  technical  investigations  and  labo¬ 
ratory  services;  investigations  relating  to  vio¬ 
lations  of,  and  authorized  exemptions  under, 
the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection; 
supervisory,  administrative,  statistical,  busi¬ 
ness  management,  and  other  costs;  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else¬ 
where,  without  regard  to  section  607  of  the 
Federal  Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as 
amended;  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere;  purchase  and  hire  of  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  in¬ 
cluding  the  purchase  of  printed  tags,  labels, 
stamps,  and  certificates  as  authorized  by 


the  act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  431) ; 
and  other  necessary  expenses :  Provided,  That 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  require  ad¬ 
vance  payment,  posting  of  bonds,  or  other 
assurance  of  payment,  in  order  to  protect  the 
Interest  of  the  United  States,  and  may  with¬ 
hold  or  withdraw  such  inspection  or  service 
for  nonpayment  of  charges  or  fees,  or  failure 
to  provide  the  required  assurance  of  pay¬ 
ment:  Provided  further,  That  inspection  or 
other  technical  services  may  be  rendered  to 
Government  and  other  public  agencies,  upon 
request,  under  the  terms  and  conditions 
herein  provided:  Provided  jiirther.  That  a 
schedule  of  obligations  and  reimbursements 
of  the  meat-inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close 
oi  the  last  completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  esti¬ 
mated  for  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal 
years,  shall  be  included  in  the  budget  as  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Congress  annually:  And  provided 
further.  That  payments  shall  be  made  lor 
Inspection  or  service  rendered  on  and  after 
July  1,  1947. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hope:  Page  23, 
line  12,  strike  out  the  paragraph  down  to 
and  including  line  5  on  page  25. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment,  if  adopted,  will  strike  out 
the  provision  in  the  bill  relating  to  meat 
inspection.  *  Heretofore,  as  everyone 
knows,  meat  inspection  has  been  carried 
on  by  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  at 
public  expense.  Under  this  amendment 
a  revolving  fund  will  be  set  up  and  there¬ 
after  the  packers  and  processors  would 
be  charged  a  fee  for  the  inspection  made 
by  the  Federal  inspectors. 

V/e  have  had  meat  inspection  for  many 
years.  It  is  a  health  measure  for  the 
protection  of  the  public  and  is  compul¬ 
sory  as  far  as  meat  transported  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  is  concerned.  No  one 
will  deny  the  fact  it  has  been  effectively 
and  efficiently  conducted. 

If  this  amendment  is  adopted  it  is 
contended  that  for  this  year  something 
like  $6,0C0,000  will  be  saved  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  but  no  one  knows 
how  many  millions  of  dollars  we  may  lose 
if  it  results  in  ineffective  inspection.  No 
one  knows  what  effect  it  may  have  upon 
the  public  health  of  the  country  if  it 
impairs  the  effectiveness  of  the  inspec¬ 
tion. 

It  is  my  contention  inasmuch  as  meat 
inspection  was  instituted  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public  and  the  public  health  it 
should  be  paid  for  by  the  public  and  that 
has  always  been  the  theory  on  which  we 
have  proceeded  heretofore.  It  will  be 
said  that  we  have  other  inspection  serv¬ 
ices  where  the  industry  pays  the  fee.  I 
think  that  is  well  stated  about  the  fish 
industry.  I  know  it  is  true  of  the  fruit 
and  vegetable  inspections  that  we  have. 
But  let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
as  far  as  other  agricultural  commodities 
are  concerned  like  fruits  and  vegetables, 
inspection  is  a  voluntary  matter,  it  is 
not  required,  it  is  a  service  furnished  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
benefit  not  of  the  public  but  of  the  indus¬ 
try  in  order  to  enable  the  industry  to 
merchandize  the  commodity  on  a  quality 
basis.  It  is  a  benefit  to  those  who  pay 
the  inspection  fees. 

I  do  not  think  anyone  knows  what  will 
happen  if  we  adopt  this  amendment.  I 
assume  that  probably  some  packers  who 
are  now  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 


on  a  small  scale  may  decide  that  they 
will  stay  within  the  State  in  which  they 
are  doing  business,  and  to  that  extent 
the  amount  of  meat  which  goes  into  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  and  is  inspected  may 
be  cut  down.  In  the  case  of  the  large 
packdi's  they,  no  doubt,  will  have  to  go 
ahead  and  pay  the  fee,  but  every  one  of 
us  knows  that  that  fee  will  be  passed  on 
either  to  the  consumer  or  passed  back  to 
the  farmer;  in  most  cases  it  will  probably 
be  the  latter.  At  any  rate,  the  public 
that  is  paying  it  now  will  continue  to  pay 
it,  whether  we  pay  for  it  in  the  form  of 
Federal  appropriations,  as  it  should  be 
paid,  or  whether  it  is  a  charge  which  is 
assessed  by  the  packer  against  the  public 
or  the  farmer. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  This  is  an  extremely 
important  problem  in  relation  to  the 
public  health,  and  it  is  extremely  im¬ 
portant  to  the  problem  of  the  transport 
of  meat  in  interstate  commerce. 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  is. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Do  not  these  facts  add 
to  the  importance  of  the  amendment 
that  the  gentleman  is  proposing? 

Mr.  HOPE.  This  is,  of  course,  a  very 
important  matter  from  the  standpoint 
of  public  health,  but  no  one  in  the  House, 
unless  it  is  the  members  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Agricultural  Appropria¬ 
tions,  knows  anything  about  whether 
this  thing  will  work  o:  not.  No  one 
knows  what  the  effect  will  be  upon  the 
public  health.  No  one  knows  what  the 
effect  will  be  upon  the  farmer  if  the  costs 
are  pushed  back  onto  him.  No  one 
knows  what  the  effect  will  be  upon  the 
consumer.  I  hope  that  amendment 
will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  happen 
to  be  an  apple  and  pear  grower  out  West. 
We  have  compulsory  certification  of 
every  apple  that  leaves  the  State  of 
Washington.  The  industry  pays  for  all 
of  that  inspection.  We  do  that,  of 
course,  naturally  in  defense  of  our  own 
industry,  because  in  that  way  we  can 
provide  and  assure  the  consumer  of  our 
products  that  everything  is  in  line  with 
Federal-State  inspection.  The  same 
thing  is  true  of  several  other  industries. 
It  is  true  also  that  the  industry  itself  is 
one  of  the  chief  beneficiaries  of  Federal- 
State  inspection.  What  we  are  discuss¬ 
ing  here  is  a  service  to  the  meat  indus¬ 
try  for  which,  so  far,  the  public  has  been 
paying  out  of  general  funds.  I  submit 
that  that  is  manifestly  unfair.  It  is  not 
moral  for  an  industry  to  have  this  bene¬ 
fit  and  not  pay  its  just  share. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  fruit  growers  in  the  gentleman’s 
area  are  highly  organized,  and  is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  gentleman  is  now  ad¬ 
dressing  himself  to  a  situation  which 
exists  in  the  Wenatchee  Valley,  and  that 
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you  are  highly  organized,  and  you  have 
a  great  cooperative  enterprise  out  there, 
and  that  you  pay  your  way?  But,  when 
you  are  dealing  with  meat  you  are  deal¬ 
ing  with  isomething  that  has  to  do  with 
every  township  in  this  country,  and  there 
is  no  way  on  earth  for  them  to  organize 
as  the  apple  growers  are  organized. 

Mr.  HORAN.  May  I  answer  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  this  way:  It  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Agricultural 
Appropriations  to  change  any  dot  or  dash 
in  the  present  system  of  inspection.  All 
we  are  dealing  with  is  the  fiscal  element 
as  to  who  shall  pay  for  this  service.  And 
I  might  say  that  we  have  been  in  com¬ 
plete  agreement  in  our  action  by  those 
responsible  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  just  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  that  is  not  the  informa¬ 
tion  I  have  from  the  Department  of 
Agi'iculture  in  regard  to  this  work.  They 
tell  me  they  do  not  favor  it. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  do  not  want  to  belabor 
this  point  too  much,  because  I  am  not 
closing  debate  on  this  subject.  But  I 
want  to  say  that  when  we  asked  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  Department  whether  they 
could  carry  on  this  work  under  another 
arrangement,  they  assured  us  they  could. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Did  not 
Congress  just  a  short  time  ago  apply  the 
same  formula  to  the  inspection  of  other 
commodities?  I  have  fish  in  mind.  I 
think  there  were  others. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Certainly;  I  understand 
they  did. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  should  like  to  ask 
this,  and  I  do  not  know  the  answer  to  it. 
After  the  department  with  its  $5,000,000 
of  funds  makes  an  inspection  and  bills 
the  producer  or  the  packer  for  it  and  he 
does  not  pay  it,  what  then?  Would  the 
department  then  refuse  to  inspect  him 
thereafter,  or  what  would  be  the  answer 
to  it,  if  the  gentleman  knows?  I  am  seri¬ 
ous  about  it. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  can  assui’e  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  there  is  no  danger 
of  a  meat  packer  or  anyone  else  not  pay¬ 
ing  the  bill.  I  can  speak  from  experience 
on  that  item.  If  you  want  to  ship  in 
interstate  commerce  and  there  is  a  just 
invoice  against  your  name  or  your  firm, 
you  are  going  to  pay  that  bill.  We  are 
not  talking  about  unjust  invoices. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mi’.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  suggested 
that  the  industry  would  pay  the  cost  un¬ 
der  the  terms  of  this  bill.  The  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  explain  what  was  meant 
by  the  industry.  That  means  it  will  be 
passed  back  in  proportion  to  the  meat 
producer  in  this  case. 


Mr.  HORAN.  That  will  be  paid,  as  all 
things  are  paid,  by  the  buyer  on  a  sellers’ 
market,  or  the  seller  on  a  buyers’  market. 
That  is  economic  law  that  even  the  very 
able  and  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Texas  cannot  argue  me  out  of. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right,  but  in  the 
case  of  an  industry  like  meat  it  means 
the  producer  and  not  the  consumer,  and 
not  the  processor,  does  it  not?  It  means 
as  far  as  meat  is  concerned  that  the  pro¬ 
ducer  is  going  to  pay  the  bill. 

Mr.  HORAN.  We  have  that  same  prob¬ 
lem  in  the  fruit  industry.  I  do  not  think 
the  present  action  on  the  part  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  passing  this  on  in  an  unjust  way 
to  the  general  public  is  a  solution.  Not 
at  all. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  be  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  HILL.  How  will  this  work  regard¬ 
ing  the  small  factories  in  the  small  towns 
and  the  small  communities? 

Mr.  HORAN.  Exactly  as  it  works  to¬ 
day,  because  we  have  not  changed  the 
system  one  bit. 

Mr.  HILL.  But  you  will  change  the 
system.  That  is  what  worries.me. 

Mr.  HORAN.  No,  we  will  not;  we  will 
not  change  it  one  bit. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  15  minutes,  the 
last  5  minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  an 
important  amendment.  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  more  fully  discussed.  It  ought  to 
be  considered  by  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  rather  than  in  this  summary  way. 
I  object. 

Mr.  WORLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment 
be  again  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman,  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  reported  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chaii'man,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  has  just  said,  this  is  an  impor¬ 
tant  amendment.  I  know  that  even  the 
economy-minded  Republicans  of  this 
House  do  not  want  to  take  any  action 
which  might  jeopardize  the  health  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  The  matter 
should  be  considered  by  our  committee, 
the  legislative  committee,  the  integrity 
of  which  is  now  greatly  imperiled  if  not 
permanently  impaired. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  has  just 
stated  that  the  purpose  of  meat  inspec¬ 
tion  is  to  protect  the  public,  and  that  is 
the  consumer.  There  would  be  just  as 
much  meat  consumed  In  the  United 
States  if  there  was  not  a  bit  of  it  In¬ 
spected. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  think  the  gentleman 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  POAGE.  But  there  will  probably 
be  a  good  many  people  who  will  buy  it 


in  every  city.  Therefore,  it  is  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  producer  that  we  inspect 
meat,  but  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  people 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  is  en¬ 
tirely  correct. 

Mr.  POAGE.  This  bill  as  now  written 
would  place  the  burden,  which  is  for  the 
benefit  of  all  the  people,  upon  a  small 
group  of  people  who  produce  the  meat. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  is  ex¬ 
actly  right. 

We  are  dealing  with  steers,  bulls,  and 
hogs,  and  the  health  and  welfare  of  the 
American  people,  and,  frankly,  I  feel 
that  this  economy  bloc  has  actually  gone 
“hog  wild.” 

We  have  a  very  distinguished  Repub¬ 
lican  on  our  committee,  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  Dr.  Gn.LiE,  who,  unfor¬ 
tunately,  could  not  be  here  today.  He 
was  here  yesterday  and  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion  discussed  the  great  Importance  of 
meat  inspection.  Dr.  Gillie,  I  know,  is 
regarded  most  highly  by  you  Republi¬ 
cans.  I  know  he  is  esteemed  highly  by 
his  Democratic  collegues.  He  is  a  veteri¬ 
narian  and  spent  years  of  his  life  in  this 
particular  work,  the  inspection  of  meat. 
Were  he  here  today,  I  am  sure  he  would 
support  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope],  the  chairman  of  our  committee, 
in  presenting  this  amendment. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  my  chair¬ 
man. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  amendment  which  I 
offered  was  offered  at  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana,  Dr.  Gillie. 
Had  he  been  here,  he  would  have  offered 
the  amendment  himself. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
would  want  to  complete  the  record  by  ex¬ 
plaining  the  reason  for  the  absence  of 
the  distinguished  Member  from  Indiana, 
Dr.  Gillie. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  Dr.  Gillie,  is  attending  the 
funeral  of  our  beloved  colleague  in  In¬ 
diana,  which  explains  his  absence. 

If  we  have  a  distinguished  veterinar¬ 
ian  on  our  committee  who,  as  Mr.  Hope 
says,  was  the  author  of  this  amendment, 
if  we  are  not  going  to  follow  him,  and  if 
we  are  not  going  to  follow  the  distin¬ 
guished  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  unfortu¬ 
nate.  Certainly  we  cannot  be  talking 
partisan  politics  when  we  are  dealing 
with  a  matter  that  is  vital  to  the  life 
and  welfare  of  the  people  of  the  Nation. 

I  do  not  question  the  good  faith  of 
Members  when  they  say  that  the  costs 
should  be  paid  for  by  the  packers,  but 
actually  v/e  know  that  it  will  be  paid 
by  the  public.  The  big  packers  will  pay 
the  bill.  They  will  label  the  meat  and 
sell  the  meat.  But  what  about  the  little 
packer  in  the  rural  districts?  They  are 
going  to  sen  the  meat  whether  it  is  in¬ 
spected  or  not,  and  the  people  will  have 
to  pay. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  sdeld? 

Mr,  COOLEY.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  HORAN.  I  want  to  impress  upon 
you  once  again  that  this  does  not  change 
the  system  of  inspection.  It  merely 
changes  the  matter  of  payment  and  by 
whom  the  payment  shall  be  made. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  It  merely  changes  who 
pays  the  freight? 

Mr.  HORAN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  knows 
full  well  that  the  rich,  powerful  co-ops, 
such  as  you  have  in  the  fruit  area  of 
your  district  in  Washington,  can  well 
afford  to  pay  the  bill. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  do  not  belong  to  a  co¬ 
operative  but  I  am  speaking  in  behalf 
of  the  system  which  I  think  is  just. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  done  a  magnificent  job  here  in  Con¬ 
gress  for  the  apple  growers  of  his  dis¬ 
trict.  If  the  meat  producers  of  America 
were  as  closely  organized  and  as  well  fi¬ 
nanced,  perhaps  they  could  pay  the  bill. 
But  we  are  going  to  have  hog  killings 
in  every  township  and  bull  yearlings 
strung  up  to  trees  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  going  to  market  without  any  in¬ 
spection.  Yesterday  when  Dr.  Gillie 
talked  to  us,  he  painted  a  very  horrible 
picture  of  the  possibilities  of  this  legis¬ 
lation.  He  talked  about  tubercular  meat 
and  meat  diseases  of  every  kind  known 
to  the  animal  industry.  He  spoke  about 
the  animals  being  slaughtered  and  sold 
to  the  consuming  public.  The  life  and 
certainly  the  health  and  welfare  of  the 
people  of  the  Nation  are  at  stake  in  this 
amendment  and  the  public  should  pay 
for  inspection  from  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  the  highest  re¬ 
gard  for  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  his  associates.  I  am  willing 
to  economize  as  much  as  they  are,  and 
probably  more,  when  it  comes  to  appro¬ 
priations  for  Agriculture.  But  when  it 
comes  to  jeopardizing  the  health  of  the 
American  people,  then  I  must  take  issue 
with  them. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  want  to  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if  action  on  this  bill  changes 
any  law  by  which  a  man  can  be  put  in 
jail  for  selling  diseased  meat. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  No; 
because  the  organic  law  requires  that 
all  meat  flowing  in  interstate  commerce 
shall  be  inspected.  But  what  will  hap¬ 
pen  if  this  provision  goes  into  operation 
and  the  appropriation  is  denied.  You 
will  see  hundreds  of  new  small  packing 
plants  rising  within  the  different  States, 
doing  solely  intrastate  business,  where 
they  are  not  subject  to  inspection,  and 
you  will  also  see  a  great  deal  of  bootleg¬ 
ging,  where  the  meat  will  be  transported 
across  the  lines  of  different  States  and 
people  will  not  know  the  kind  of  meat 
they  are  getting. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I 
yield. 


Mr.  WOODRUFF.  I  believe  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  State  is  just  as  careful  and  just 
as  particular  in  preserving  the  health  of 
the  citizens  of  that  State  as  is  the  State 
of  Michigan.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  in  the  State  of  Michigan 
every  killing  that  is  made  at  any  plant 
in  that  State  that  is  not  inspected  by 
Federal  inspectors  is  inspected  by  State 
inspectors. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am 
glad  that  they  have  it  in  the  State  of 
Michigan.  But  when  this  law  was  origi¬ 
nally  enacted  it  was  for  the  protection 
of  the  public  so  that  all  meat  going  into 
interstate  commeroe  would  come  under 
Government  inspection  and  people 
would  know  that  they  were  getting  good 
meat  that  was  free  from  disease  and  fit 
for  human  beings  to  eat. 

I  believe  the  situation  is  a  little  differ¬ 
ent  here  than  it  was  with  pears  and 
apples.  Meat  is  a  highly  perishable 
commodity.  The  inspection  must  be 
made  immediately  after  the  animal 
is  killed  so  that  the  insides  of  the 
animal  can  be  examined  to  determine 
whether  or  not  the  animal  was  diseased. 
After  the  inside  is  taken  out.  oftentimes 
you  are  not  able  to  discover  whether  that 
animal  had  any  disease  or  not.  So  I  say 
to  you  that  this  is  a  measure  that  is  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  health.  If 
there  is  any  laxity  in  the  enforcement  of 
it,  then  there  may  be  a  complete  break¬ 
down  in  the  distribution  of  good  healthy 
meat  throughout  this  country. 

I  dislike  very  much  to  see  our  intra¬ 
state  system  of  meat  distribution  broken 
down  and  substituted  by  a  lot  of  small 
tree  slaughterers  and  others,  like  hap¬ 
pened  in  the  OPA  days,  when  a  great 
deal  of  diseased  meat  was  sold  through¬ 
out  this  country.  We  owe  it  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  to  protect  them.  I  am  sure  there  are 
more  people  eating  meat  than  are  eating 
pears  and  apples  in  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington  and  other  States. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  as  to  what  per¬ 
centage  of  the  meat  of  the  United  States 
at  the  present  time  is  under  Federal  in¬ 
spection. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  do 
not  have  the  exact  flgure,  but  I  assume 
it  is  at  least  50  percent. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  will  tell  the  gentle¬ 
man.  It  is  70  percent. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  thank 
the  gentleman.  Seventy  percent  of  the 
meat  of  the  country  is  federally  in¬ 
spected. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Not  un¬ 
der  Federal  Inspection? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  leave 
it  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  who  has 
said  it  is  70  percent.  This  demonstrates 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  meat  sold  to 
to  the  American  people  is  federally  in¬ 
spected  and  goes  out  with  a  Federal 
stamp  placed  there  by  a  man  paid  by 
the  Federal  Government  so  that  the  meat 
is  good  and  wholesome  and  from  an  ani¬ 
mal  that  was  free  from  disease. 

I  urge  support  of  the  amendment  for 
the  benefit  of  the  health  and  welfare  of 
all  consumers. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  August 
H.  Andresen]  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  find  myself  in  this 
instance  going  along  with  other  members 
of  the  subcommittee.  I  think  this  is 
one  of  the  pertinent  places  in  this  bill 
where  the  taxpayers’  money  can  be 
saved  upon  the  basis  of  a  true  economic 
approach.  There  has  been  much  discus¬ 
sion  about  who  war  going  to  pay  the 
freight  if  this  language  stays  in  the  bill. 
I  think  anybody  who  is  conversant  with 
the  procedure  of  the  way  costs  are  passed 
‘  along  to  the  consumer,  knows  that  even¬ 
tually  the  consumer  is  going  to  pay  this 
cost.  As  far  as  any  Member  being  con¬ 
cerned  about  a  great  consumer  con¬ 
stituency  being  poisoned,  I  would  like  to 
suggest  that  the  Member  refer  to  his 
county  and  to  his  State  legislative  bodies 
and  have  enacted  proper  legislation  for 
meat  inspection.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  legitimate  reason  to  be  concerned 
along  that  line. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  and 
request  the  House  to  vote  it  down.  I 
yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  the  remarks  I  made  earlier  in  the 
day. 

’The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  1 
yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  listened  to  this 
discussion  with  a  great  deal  of  interest 
because  I  have  been  interested  in  the 
livestock  business  all  my  life.  It  so  hap¬ 
pens  that  I  have  been  through  the  pack¬ 
ing  houses  in  Chicago  numerous  times; 
I  have  been  on  the  killing  floors  and  have 
seen  the  inspectors  work  following  the 
beef,  pork,  or  mutton,  from  the  live  ani¬ 
mal  down  to  the  finished  product. 

When  the  Meat  Inspection  Act  was 
first  passed  the  whole  packing  industry 
of  the  United  States,  unjustly  I  think  in 
large  measure,  was  under  very  severe 
attack.  It  might  be  said  that  the  origi¬ 
nal  act  was  almost  punitive  in  character, 
but  it  has  worked  out  exceedingly  well 
and  the  meat  inspection  has  been  exceed¬ 
ingly  well  done.  Today  every  reputable 
packer  wants  the  inspection,  as  well  as 
the  consumers  who  understand  the  im¬ 
portance  of  having  healthy  beef,  mut¬ 
ton,  or  pork. 

Some  fear  has  been  expressed  lest  if 
we  transfer  the  burden  of  the  cost  from 
the  Federal  Treasury  to  the  Industry,  a 
lot  of  little  packing  plants  will  spring 
up  all  over  the  country  situated  within 
State  borders  who  will  avoid  this  burden 
by  not  engaging  in  interstate  commerce. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
almost  impossible  that  a  thing  like  that 
should  happen  for  this  reason:  a  modern 
packing  plant  cannot  be  prosperous 
unless  it  engages  in  the  production  of 
byproducts  as  well  as  in  the  original 
slaughter  of  live  animals,  and  If  they 
engage  in  the  production  of  byproducts 
they  must  be  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  ■and  that  automatically  brings 
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them  within  the  inspection  law.  The 
day  has  long  since  gone  by  where  the 
little  slaughterer  is  contented  with 
merely  killing  the  steer  and  burying  the 
hide,  the  bones  and  the  offal  and  selling 
only  the  meat.  That  day  has  gone  by 
long  since. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr, 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  It  is 
less  than  a  year  ago  since  that  very  thing 
was  taking  place. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  And  it  was  tak¬ 
ing  place  only  because  of  the  OPA  price 
ceiling  on  live  animals  which  created  an 
artificial  condition  which,  thank  God,  no 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  That  took  place 
under  the  black  market;  but  you  cannot 
have  a  black  market  in  the  free  market, 
and  that  is  what  we  have  today.  The 
man  who  is  going  to  engage  in  the  live¬ 
stock  industry,  be  he  producer,  fai'mer, 
rancher,  or  processor,  or  the  final 
marketing  outlet,  wants  his  product  well 
thought  of  by  the  consuming  public. 
When  a  consumer  goes  into  the  butcher 
shop  and  sees  on  the  side  of  a  piece  of 
mean  “U.  S.  No.  1”  that  is  the  meat  he 
wants;  and  every  packer,  great  or  small, 
knows  that. 

All  we  do  by  this  proposal  is  to  say 
that  the  industry,  being  one  of  the  great 
beneficiaries  of  the  inspection  service, 
ought  to  carry  the  burden  of  the  cost. 
Every  other  industry  carries  the  burden 
of  the  cost  of  inspection.  I  have  been  in 
the  Chicago  yards  time  and  time  again 
and  have  purchased  live  animals  to  be 
shipped  home.  Some  had  to  be  in¬ 
spected  for  tuberculosis.  Who  paid  the 
cost  of  inspection?  I  did.  Should  I 
not?  Whose  beef  was  it? 

That  is  all  this  amendment  does.  I 
think  it  is  wise  and  consistent. 

Mr.  .  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr, 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  On  the 
same  theory  that  the  gentleman  paid  for 
the  inspection  of  cattle,  then  the  con¬ 
sumer  should  pay  for  the  inspection  of 
the  meat. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  am  a  con¬ 
sumer.  The  consumer  eventually  will 
pay  anything  that  is  part  of  the  cost  of 
production. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Either 
the  consumer  or  the  purchaser. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  One  or  the  other, 
yes.  Between  them  it  will  be  paid.  You 
never  can  tell  where  it  is  scattered.  That 
is  true  of  all  expenses.  When  I  buy  a 
pair  of  shoes  in  a  store  here  in  Wash¬ 
ington  I  pay  part  of  the  rent  of  the  store. 
I  do  not  know  to  what  extent  that  hap¬ 
pens,  but  it  happens  in  all  business. 
There  is  nothing  new  or  strange  about 
that.  It  always  happens. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Did  the  packers  appear 
before  the  committee  and  present  their 
opinion  on  this  particular  change? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  do  not  know. 
I  was  not  a  member  of  the  committee. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment  close  in  10  minutes, 
the  last  5  minutes  to  be  reserved  for  the 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Hill]. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hesitate 
to  take  the  time  of  the  committee  now 
and  further  I  hesitate  to  disagree  with 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York.  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  May  I  say  to  you  this  afternoon  in 
these  United  States  that  the  livestock  in¬ 
dustry  of  this  country  has  been  built  up 
because  of  the  quality  of  the  products  we 
sell  to  the  people  of  our  country.  If  we 
adopt  the  legislation  as  offered  by  the 
committee  we  are  going  to  upset  the 
whole  meat-inspection  program  that  we 
have  been  using  for  these  many  years. 
Not  longer  ago  than  day  before  yester¬ 
day  I  spoke  to  a  member  of  this  commit¬ 
tee  who  is  a  veterinarian  of  high  stand¬ 
ing.  He  feels  the  same  as  I  do.  He  feels 
that  we  better  leave  these  regulations  as 
they  are.  If  we  are  going  to  change  the 
meat-inspection  law,  let  the  bill  come  in 
as  a  separate  bill,  be  referred  to  the 
proper  committee,  and  have  all  the  par¬ 
ties  to  the  controversy  given  a  chance  to 
be  heard.  That  is  the  very  thing  I  ob¬ 
jected  to  in  connection  with  the  rule  on 
this  bill.  The  rule  covered  a  straight  100- 
percent  piece  of  legislation.  This  is  not 
an  appropriation  item  at  all.  The  con¬ 
sumers  do  pay  for  this  inspection.  We 
have  been  paying  for  this  inspection  and 
we  are  not  objecting.  No  member  of  this 
committee  has  objected  to  paying  for 
this  meat-inspection  service. 

I  want  to  ask.  Where  is  the  pressure 
coming  from  to  change  it?  Where  is  it 
coming  from  to  change  our  meat-inspec¬ 
tion  regulations.  If  you  want  a  change 
in  the  meat-inspection  laws,  put  it  in  a 
legislative  bill;  if  there  are  people  who 
wish  them  changed  from  the  livestock  in¬ 
dustry,  from  the  packing  industry,  from 
the  consumers,  let  us  have  hearings 
where  all  can  give  their  testimony. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  that  that  very  important  stamp  on 
the  dressed  carcass  of  an  animal  marked 
“U.  S.  Inspected”  would  continue  to  be 
used  as  widely  and  as  thoroughly  as  it  is 
being  used  now? 

Mr.  HILL.  It  would  not  mean  a  thing. 
Today  it  is  the  United  States  of  America 
behind  that  stamp.  If  you  adopt  this 
amendment  you  will  still  have  it.  If  you 
do  not  adopt  it  you  could  easily  loose  the 
real  quality  and  general  benefit  of  this 
most  efficient  service. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Karsten]. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  while  I  represent  a  wholly 
metropolitan  district,  where  you  do  not 


find  farmers,  I  am  also  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  the  farmer.  I  dislike  to  see 
our  farm  program  crippled.  It  has  been 
demonstrated  many  times  in  our  history 
that  the  prosperity  of  the  people  in  the 
cities  is  in  a  large  measure  dependent 
upon  the  prosperity  of  the  people  on  the 
farms.  We  have  come  to  find  in  our 
economy  that  what  hurts  one  group 
often  reflects  itself  in  consequential  in¬ 
jury  to  other  groups. 

The  people  in  the  cities  are  dependent 
upon  those  on  the  farms  for  food  and 
for  the  necessities  of  life.  Those  on  the 
farms  are  dependent  upon  the  cities  for 
markets  for  their  products. 

At  this  time  we  are  making  great 
efforts  to  bring  about  price  reductions. 
The  high  prices  we  are  experiencing  af¬ 
fect  all  of  our  citizens  and  most  of  us 
will  agree  that  the  burden  of  our  exist¬ 
ence  would  be  much  lighter  if  prices  can 
be  brought  down  to  a  reasonable  level. 

Meat  is  the  mainstay  of  the  family  diet 
of  the  average  American  family.  Like 
other  commodities,  the  price  of  meat  has 
jumped  more  than  double  during  the 
past  few  months.  Contained  in  this  bill 
is  an  item  for  Federal  meat  inspection. 
Theoretically,  the  bill  places  the  burden 
for  the  payment  for  inspection  service 
upon  the  processors  and  handlers,  but  all 
of  us  know  that  this  expense  is  ultimately 
going  to  be  passed  on  to  the  consumers  in 
the  form  of  still  higher  prices  for  meat. 

We  have  a  rigid  sanitary  code,  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  interstate  shipment  of  meat 
that  has  not  been  Federally  inspected. 
We  have  made  great  progress  in  pro¬ 
tecting  the  American  people  by  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  these  regulations,  and  to 
do  anything  now  that  might  weaken 
them,  to  my  way  of  thinking,  is  taking  a 
chance  with  the  health  of  the  American 
people. 

It  has  only  been  a  few  weeks  ago  that 
we  passed  a  bill  in  this  House  providing 
several  million  dollars  for  the  eradica¬ 
tion  of  hoof  and  mouth  disease,  not 
within  our  own  country  but  in  Mexico, 
Congress  went  far,  and  I  believe  rightly 
so,  in  this  instance  in  safeguarding  the 
people  of  our  Nation  against  this  danger. 
Disease  in  cattle  is  no  respecter  of  State 
lines  nor  even  the  boundaries  of  coun¬ 
tries. 

For  over  40  years,  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  has  borne  the  cost  of  Federal  meat 
Inspection.  An  outstanding  record  has 
been  made.  It  would  certainly  be  in¬ 
consistent  for  us  to  refuse  to  provide 
funds  to  continue  this  service. 

I  urge  that  funds  adequate  to  continue 
Federal  inspection  of  meats  under  pres¬ 
ent  methods  and  standards  be  restored 
to  the  bill. 

(Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Price]. 

INSPECTION  COST  WILL  BE  PASSED  ON  TO 
FARMERS 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  bill  proposes  to  eliminate  annual  ap¬ 
propriations  for  meat  inspection  by  pro¬ 
viding  this  year  a  nonrecurring  appro¬ 
priation  for  a  $5,000,000  revolving  fund 
and  requiring  packers  to  pay  fees  to  cover 
the  cost  of  service. 
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The  committee,  in  saying  that  the  cost 
of  meat  inspection  should  be  borne  by 
the  product,  probably  is  saying  in  effect 
that  the  cost  will  be  borne  by  the  pro¬ 
ducer. 

The  packers  operate  on  a  margin,  and 
obviously  are  not  going  to  absorb  the 
cost.  Packers  will  either  pass  the  cost 
on  to  consumers  or  back  to  producers, 
and  necessarily  so. 

Consumers  are  already  grumbling 
about  food  prices,  with  just  cause,  and 
some  interests  are  capitalizing  on  dis¬ 
satisfaction  with  high  food  prices  to 
spearhead  a  drive  against  the  entire  farm 
program  and  against  national  efforts  to 
hold  down  prices  generally.  It  is  ex¬ 
tremely  doubtful  whether  consumers  will 
pay  increased  prices  to  cover  the  cost  of 
inspection  under  present  conditions,  and 
it  is  certain  they  will  not  as  supplies  come 
more  nearly  into  balance  with  demand. 

This  may  well  mean  that  the  costs  of 
meat  inspection  will  conie  out  of  the 
prices  and  income  of  farmers — the  peo¬ 
ple  who  for  many  years  in  the  past  have 
had  to  subsidize  consumers  by  taking 
prices  and  income  below  the  parity  level 
of  fairness.  This  meat  inspection  is  a 
small  item  of  cost,  but  it  can  be  one  more 
fixed  wedge  between  the  price  paid  by 
the  consumer  and  the  price  received  by 
the  farmer. 

Until  there  is  some  way  of  distributing 
the  cost  of  meat  inspection  as  fairly  as 
it  is  now  distributed  through  taxation, 
we  should  support  the  inspection  service 
by  appropriations.  Certainly,  we  should 
not  force  the  farmer,  who  normally  gets 
only  a  little  over  half  of  the  consumer’s 
meat  dollar,  to  pay  for  this  consumer 
service. 

From  the  standpoint  of  public  policy, 
there  is  a  clear  advantage  in  maintain¬ 
ing  meat  inspection  through  public  ap¬ 
propriations.  This  method  helps  to  as¬ 
sure  the  public  high-quality  service.  If 
the  service  is  maintained  by  fees  paid 
by  packers,  they  may — even  though  they 
pass  the  cost  back  to  producers — acquire 
a  feeling  of  proprietary  interest  in  the 
service — a  vested  right  to  control  or  in- 
fiuence  the  service.  We  should  keep  our 
meat  inspectors  as  free  from  both  subtle 
and  direct  pressure  as  our  customs  in¬ 
spectors  and  internal-revenue  investi¬ 
gators.  Meat  inspection  is,  and  should 
be,  treated  as  an  essential  public  service, 
paid  for  and  controlled  by  the  public, 
acting  through  Congress. 

The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HOIilFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  I- yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  On  the  point  at 
Issue  I  would  like  to  say  that  when  the 
processors  begin  paying  the  salaries 
of  the  inspectors  you  are  not  going  to 
have  free  and  independent  Federal  in¬ 
spection.  I  have  seen  that  happen  many 
times  in  State  inspection  with  a  number 
of  State  slaughterhouses. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 


marks  at  the  conclusion  of  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arizona? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
apprehensive  about  any  provision  which 
will  change  our  meat-inspection  laws  or 
practice.  I  know  that  during  the  recent 
war  the  safeguards  of  inspection  were  let 
down  and  that  at  the  risk  of  the  Nation’s 
health  we  tried  to  make  meat  available 
to  our  people  regardless  of  its  sanitary 
controls  and  inspection.  All  of  us  must 
have  regarded  that  as  merely  a  tempo¬ 
rary  situation  and  hoped  it  would  be  very 
temporary.  It  may  be  that  the  provision 
as  written  into  the  bill  might  be  satis¬ 
factory  and  effect  some  saving,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  saving  is  at 
too  great  a  risk. 

Several  have  spoken  about  the  pride 
which  the  great  packers  take  in  their 
product,  and  argue  that  they  would 
maintain  the  high  quality  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  plan,  but  I  am  not  sure  in  my  own 
mind  that  such  would  be  the  case.  I  am 
old  enough  to  remember  some  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  prevailing  at  the  turn  of  the  cen¬ 
tury  in  the  days  when  Theodore  Roose¬ 
velt  was  President  of  the  United  States 
and  before  the  passage  of  the  Pure  Pood 
and  Drug  Act  of  1906.  In  those  days 
notable  books  were  written,  such  as  The 
Jungle,  portraying  the  terrible  conditions 
in  the  big  packing  plants,  and  indicating 
what  a  menace  to  the  national  health 
those  conditions  presented.  We  are 
thankful  that  President  Roosevelt  read 
some  of  that  literature  and  took  an  Ex¬ 
ecutive  interest  in  cleaning  it  up. 

No  doubt  the  menace  from  animal  dis¬ 
ease  and  unclean  meat  products  at  that 
time  was  as  great  a  menace  to  the  na¬ 
tional  health  as  adulterated  drugs  or 
any  other  food  product  which  Dr.  Wiley 
later  fought  to  eliminate.  I  cannot  see 
how  it  would  be  possible  to  return  to  such 
a  sad  state  of  affairs,  but  I  want  nothing 
done  in  this  bill  that  might  lead  to  it. 
Therefore,  as  a  measure  of  safety,  I  shall 
oppose  this  attempt  at  saving  a  little 
money  at  the  risk  of  the  Nation’s  health. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Pace.] 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the 
merits  of  the  amendment,  the  proposal 
is  to  let  the  packers  pay  the  inspection 
fee,  which  means  the  consumers  will  have 
to  pay  it.  Of  course,  when  the  money  is 
paid  by  the  United  States  Treasury  the 
consumer  is  paying  it;  so  there  is  not 
too  much  of  a  saving,  as  I  see  it. 

I  want  to  direct  my  remarks  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee.  This  is  unquestionably,  as  he 
readily  will  admit,  legislation  on  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  Is  there  any  disagree¬ 
ment  about  that? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  not  too  certain 
about  that.  I  think  that  this  might 
very  conceivably  be  in  order  under  the 
Holman  rule,  because  while  it  is  legis¬ 
lation,  it  provides  for  a  reduction  of  ex¬ 
penditures  on  its  face,  and  while  I  have 
sought  no  parliamentary  ruling  on  it,  I 
am  not  so  sure  that  the  point  of  order 
would  He. 


Mr.  PACE.  The  law  expressly  says 
now  how  the  cost  of  this  inspection  shall 
be  paid,  you  propose  to  change  it  and 
you  are  therefore  changing  the  law.  As¬ 
suming  that  it  is  legislation,  which  I 
think  it  is,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
stated  that  under  the  Reorganization 
Act  the  Senate  committee  was  not  even 
permitted  to  report  out  a  bill  with  legis¬ 
lative  language  in  it.  Then  when  this 
bill  reaches  the  Senate  committee,  this 
provision  and  other  legislative  language 
in  the  bill  will  be  stricken  out.  It  can¬ 
not  be  reported  to  the  Senate  with  this 
language  in  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  us  clear  that 
point.  Very  definitely  not.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  has  no  authority  to  pass  upon 
whether  or  not  an  item  in  a  bill  coming 
from  the  House  is  in  order  so  far  as  that 
rule  is  concerned. 

Mr.  PACE.  Using  the  words  of  the 
gentleman  himself — and  I  am  not  try¬ 
ing  to  put  new  words  in  his  mouth — he 
stated  that  under  the  Reorganization 
Act  the  Senate  committee  was  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  report  to  the  Senate  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  containing  legislative 
language.  It  therefore  seems  to  me  the 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  and  this 
question  should  be  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture,  where  full  hear¬ 
ing  can  be  held  and  proper  legislation 
reported  to  the  Congress  as  to  the  best 
method  of  handling  these  inspection 
costs. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DIRKSEN  ]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  who  has  been 
in  the  cattle  business  all  his  life,  made 
the  case  against  the  pending  amendment 
to  strike  this  out.  This  is  not  unadvised 
action  that  we  take.  Is  there  anybody  in 
this  Chamber  who  believes  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  its  own  responsibility  would 
undertake  this  action  without  careful 
consultation  with  the  Department  of 
Agriculture?  Now,  first  let  me  make  it 
emphatic  that  the  committee  did  not 
draw  this  language.  This  language,  may 
I  say  to  my  good  friend  from  Colorado, 
was  drawn  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  by  the  budget  officer  in  consul¬ 
tation  with  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Indus¬ 
try  and  with  the  Department  solicitor. 
That  is  where  it  comes  from.  Now, 
we  had  ample  discussion  with  Dr.  Miller 
and  with  Dr.  Simms,  the  head  of  the 
Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and  the  tes¬ 
timony  both  on  and  off  the  record  is 
quite  clear.  I  asked  Dr.  Miller: 

What  fee  do  they  pay,  if  any? 

Dr.  Miller.  No  fee. 

Mr.  Dirksen.  Is  there  any  reason  why  they 
should  not  pay  a  fee? 

Dr.  Miller.  The  only  reason  is  that  there 
Is  no  requirement  for  them  to  pay  a  fee. 

Then  I  asked  him  whether  or  not  it 
could  be  done.  He  said: 

Now,  if,  as  a  public  policy,  it  is  desirable 
to  have  the  packing  Industry  pay  for  the  cost 
of  inspection,  we  can  administer  an  efficient 
inspection  service  under  that  plan. 

There  is  no  change.  Not  a  single  lay 
Inspector  will  be  changed.  Not  a  single 
veterinarian  will  be  changed.  Not  a  sin¬ 
gle  one  of  the  125  clerks  will  be  changed, 
and  there  are  some  2,986.  All  that  will 
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happen  is  the  same  service  will  be  ren¬ 
dered  that  they  render  now.  At  the  end 
of  a  quarterly  period  they  will  render  a 
bill  to  the  packer  for  the  amount  of  serv¬ 
ice  that  has  been  rendered,  and  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  observation  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Holi- 
field],  there  is  no  subsidy  in  it.  The 
Federal  Government  still  pays  these  sal¬ 
aries.  This  is  nothing  else  except  a  so- 
called  capital  account,  as  it  were,  with  a 
fiscal-year  limitation,  and  it  is  revolving 
in  nature,  so  that  the  fees  are  taken  in 
every  quarter.  These  people  are  still 
under  the  discipline  and  still  on  the  pay 
roll  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
There  is  no  change. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  before  all  these 
bland  statements  are  made  on  the  floor 
that  perhaps  you  ought  to  refresh  your¬ 
self  a  little  on  the  record  and  see  exactly 
what  is  before  us.  Now,  that  is  the  whole 
situation  in  a  nutshell.  In  addition 
thereto  it  will  save  $6,140,000  this  year, 
and  we  will  be  able  to  recapture  an  addi¬ 
tional  $5,000,000  of  capital  account  next 
year,  so  that  there  will  be  a  saving  from 
here  on  out  of  at  least  $11,000,000  or 
more  every  year  for  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

There  is  one  other  element  that  ought 
to  be  included  here.  Do  not  forget  the 
meat  that  goes  abroad.  The  countries 
overseas  have  regulations,  rules,  or  stat¬ 
utes  under  which  no  meat  can  be  ex¬ 
ported  to  their  countries  unless  it  is 
inspected.  Out  of  the  Federal  Treasury 
we  pay  for  the  inspection  of  meat  that 
derives  to  the  benefit  and  the  profit  of 
the  packers  of  the  country  as  it  is  sent 
into  every  corner  of  the  world.  Should 
there  not  be  some  pay  for  it?  That  is 
no  advantage  to  the  Federal  Treasury. 

In  addition,  they  maintain  7  labora¬ 
tories.  They  conduct  chemical  and 
pathogenical  tests.  They  have  labora¬ 
tories  that  work  in  the  field  of  meat,  oils, 
cereals,  and  curing  materials.  There  is 
the  whole  story.  We  do  it  in  some  re¬ 
spects  on  perishable  vegetables  and 
commodities  and  there  is  a  fee.  On  wool 
standards  there  is  a  fee.  On  cotton 
fiber  there  is  a  fee.  On  cotton  stand¬ 
ards  there  is  a  fee.  On  grain  stand¬ 
ards  there  is  a  fee.  So  this  has  been 
carefully  worked  out,  and  it  is  conso¬ 
nant  with  the  fee  system  that  applies  to 
so  many  agricultural  commodities  to¬ 
day.  Therefore  I  hope  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  strike  out  this  provision  which 
will  save  money  and  put  this  burden 
upon  those  who  have  the  advantage, 
without  impairing  its  efiBciency  or  effi¬ 
cacy  whatsoever,  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Utah. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  It  seems  to  me  the 
gentleman  is  missing  the  point  that  has 
been  raised,  in  my  mind  at  least.  It 
seems  to  me  if  the  inspection  is  changed, 
of  course  the  big  packer - 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  inspection  Is  not 
changed. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  This  is  what  will 
happen  if  the  people  who  pay  the  sala¬ 
ries  change - 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  pays  the  salaries. 


Mr.  GRANGER.  Just  a  minute. 
What  will  happen?  The  big  packer  can 
pay  the  fees  and  he  will  pay  the  fees,  and 
he  will  be  very  diligent  in  seeing  that 
everyone  else  pays  these  fees,  but  what 
it  will  mean  in  the  long  run  is  that  the 
little  packer,  who  cannot  have  an  in¬ 
spection  of  his  own  without  this  service, 
will  simply  be  wiped  out. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  question  has 
not  been  raised  with  respect  to  $20,- 
000,000  worth  of  fees  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  collects.  It  may 
be  that  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Utah  thinks  he  knows  more  about 
it  than  do  Dr.  Simms  or  Dr.  Miller,  but 
we  have  some  other  id6as  about  it,  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  thinks 
this  will  work  out  exactly  as  it  is  work¬ 
ing  out  at  the  present  time. 

I  suggest  that  the  amendment  be 
voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired.  All 
time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Hope]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Hope)  there 
were — ayes  83,  noes  102. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  demand 
tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Dirksen 
and  Mr.  Hope. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
114,  noes  124. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  ex¬ 
penses,  including  not  to  exceed  $500,000  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404),  including 
investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstra¬ 
tions  in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  9, 
1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)),  relating  to 
process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427), 
and  the  act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94 
(a)),  Insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation 
of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dirksen;  On 
page  27,  after  line  12,  Insert  a  new  paragraph 
as  follows: 

“For  repair  of  buildings,  fence,  electric 
line,  and  feed  bunk,  recently  damaged  by 
tornado  at  dairy  field  station.  Woodward, 
Okla.,  $5,300.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  is  a  committee  amendment 
and  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  merely  to  re¬ 
pair  damage  done  bya  windstorm  at  a 
United  States  facility  at  Woodward, 
Okla. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  here  Is  a  proposition 
unbudgeted,  unsupported  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  unwarranted  by  any  prece¬ 
dent  of  the  House. 

We  have  had  vastly  greater  national 
disasters.  For  Instance,  at  Texas  City 
the  other  day,  In  which  the  loss  In  life 


and  loss  in  property  was  incomparably 
greater.  If  we  start  in  making  provi¬ 
sion  for  compensatory  relief  for  dam¬ 
ages  occasioned  by  every  windstorm 
that  blows,  we  are  creating  a  precedent 
that  will  rise  to  haunt  us  for  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  assume  the  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  this  is  a  building  that 
belongs  to  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  at  Woodward,  Okla.,  and  these  re¬ 
pairs  are  for  Government  buildings  at 
Woodward,  Okla.  They  were  blown 
down  by  a  tornado.  If  the  Government 
does  not  repair  them  and  rebuild  them, 
who  would  rebuild  them? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
is  ample  provision  here  for  repairs  to  all 
necessary  damage  to  Government  prop¬ 
erty.  Of  course,  practically  every  time 
we  have  a  windstorm  a  post  office  or 
other  Government  building  is  blown 
down  or  damaged.  The  proposition  has 
not  been  presented  to  the  Budget  Bu¬ 
reau  and  the  Department  does  not  rec¬ 
ommend  it. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  This  amendment  was 
approved  by  the  subcommittee.  Ob¬ 
viously,  windstorms  and  acts  of  God  are 
not  going  to  wait  particularly  upon  legis¬ 
lative  processes.  Here  are  some  dairy 
farms  that  have  to  be  put  into  condition 
for  use.  If  you  want  to  leave  them  there, 
according  to  this  ingenious  argument  of 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Can¬ 
non],  there  is  a  chance  to  save  $5,300, 
but  they  are  going  to  be  facilities  that 
cannot  be  used.  Certainly  this  work 
ought  to  be  done  because  these  are  Fed¬ 
eral  buildings  under  the  direction  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  The  gentleman  is  ex¬ 
actly  correct.  I  was  amazed  and  aston¬ 
ished  at  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon];  he  surely 
must  not  have  any  idea  what  the  facts 
are.  These  were  Government  buildings 
destroyed  by  tornado,  some  completely 
destroyed.  Now  he  says  they  are  going 
to  practice  economy  by  not  repairing  or 
rebuilding  these  Government  buildings. 
I  do  not  quite  understand  that  philos¬ 
ophy  or  that  argument. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  It  occurs  to  me  that 
my  very  good  friends  are  straining  at  a 
$5,000  gnat  and  wanting  to  swallow  a 
lot  of  million-dollar  camels. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  am  sure  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Missouri, is  not 
objecting  to  this  amendment  simply 
because  Woodward  happens  to  be  in  my 
district  and  that  I  happen  to  belong  to 
the  Republican  Party;  I  cannot  imagine 
that  is  his  reason  for  it.  It  is  just  hard 
for  me  to  conceive  the  idea  that  he  does 
not  want  to  do  anything  about  restoring 
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Federal  buildings  destroyed  by  an  act  of 
God. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  As  I  understand,  this 
matter  was  considered  by  the  committee; 
It  was  not  just  grabbed  out  of  thin  air. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Of  course  it  was  not 
grabbed  out  of  thin  air.  It  Is  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  based  upon  an  item¬ 
ized  statement  of  actual  damages  caused 
by  the  tornado. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Certainly  when  a  gov¬ 
ernment  project  is  destroyed  or  dam¬ 
aged,  we  should  repair  it. 

Ml'.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Is  the  gentleman 
sui’e  he  said  loud  enough  that  Woodward, 
Okla.,  was  in  the  congressional  district 
of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  LMr. 
RIZLEY  ]  ? 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Yes;  may  I  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend  from  Texas.  He  un¬ 
derstood  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
correctly.  Woodward  is  right  in  the 
heart  of  the  great  Eighth  Oklahoma  Con¬ 
gressional  District,  the  outstanding  agri¬ 
cultural  district  in  Oklahoma;  in  fact, 
one  of  the  outstanding  agricultural  dis¬ 
tricts  In  the  United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is 
on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

National  Arboretum;  For  the  maintenance 
and  development  of  the  National  Arboretum 
established  under  the  provisions  of  the  act 
approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C.  191-194), 
Including  travel  exjjenses  of  the  advisory 
council,  $436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$360,090  shall  be  available  for  the  acquisition 
of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed  $2,500 
may  be  expended  lor  employment  pursuant 
to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as 
amended  by  section  15  of  the  act  of  August 
2,  1946  (Public  Law  600). 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
another  committee  amendment  that 
relates  to  the  same  matter. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dihksen:  On 
page  30,  alter  line  7,  Insert  a  new  paragraph, 
as  follows: 

"Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Station:  For 
replacement  and  repair  of  buddings,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies,  utUities,  fences,  and 
other  general  repahs  and  clean-up  operations 
from  damages  due  to  the  recent  tornado 
at  Woodward,  Okla.,  $45,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  These,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  are  also  buildings  that  were 
destroyed  by  the  windstorm  and  must 
be  replaced  and  repaired. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  these  build¬ 
ings  were  owned  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Owned  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government;  yes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 


Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  would  like  to  ask 
about  the  information  relative  to  this 
damage.  While  this  was  considered  in 
the  subcommittee  there  was  no  evidence 
of  any  sort  whatever  and  it  was  not  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  whole  committee.  I  would 
like  to  know  from  whence  comes  the  in¬ 
formation  as  to  the  extent  and  amount 
of  the  damage? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  can  tell  the  gentle¬ 
man  because  this  was  prepared  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  A  seed  house 
costing  $15,000  was  completely  demol¬ 
ished;  a  machinery  shed  costing  $7,000 
was  completely  demolished.  There  was 
a  seed  cleaner  dust  bin  demolished  cost¬ 
ing  $500.  That  results  in  a  total  of 
$22,500. 

Then  there  was  a  machine  shed,  four 
frame  dwellings,  a  frame  pump  house, 
office  building,  frame  soil  house,  and 
three  metal  bins;  also  a  quantity  of  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  including  trac¬ 
tors,  grass  seed  clipper  mills,  binders, 
cultivators,  and  so  forth;  then  there  was 
office  and  laboratory  equipment  and 
seed  and  supplies,  blown  away  or  dam¬ 
aged  by  water,  then  a  power  line  was 
destroyed  and  two  transformers  de¬ 
molished;  there  was  also  the  rebuilding 
of  fences  and  tree  removal,  where  trees 
had  blown  into  the  area. 

The  total  amount  was  $50,900. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  The  gentleman  has 
answered  my  question.  He  does  have 
the  figures  from  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  In  the  greatest  of  de¬ 
tail. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Agricultural  cliemical  Investigations;  For 
conducting  tbe  Investigations  contemplated 
by  the  act  of  May  15,  1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511, 
512).  relating  to  the  application  of  chem¬ 
istry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological, 
chemical,  physical,  microscopical,  and  tech¬ 
nological  Investigation  of  foods,  feeds,  drugs, 
plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investi¬ 
gations  of  the  physiological  effects  and  for 
the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts  and  of  insecticides:  for  the  investiga¬ 
tion  and  development  of  methods  for  the 
manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricul¬ 
tural  materials  for  such  purposes;  and  for 
the  technological  investigation  of  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for  frozen 
pack  Investigations;  $511,500. 

Mr.  DIRBISEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dirksen;  On 
page  35,  line  16,  strike  out  the  period,  insert 
a  comma  and  the  following ;  "and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
and  Industrial  Chemistry,  from  Government 
surplus  without  compensation  therefor,  a 
certain  parcel  of  real  property  of  approxi¬ 
mately  one  acre  (consisting  of  lots  37  and 
38  of  Deal  and  Kreiser  subdivision,  and  lots 
24  and  26  of  tract  728  in  the  city  of  Pasa- 
dent,  Calif.),  valued  at  approximately 
$15,800.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
language  appeared  in  the  Budget  but  was 
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Inadvertently  omitted  from  the  commit¬ 
tee  print. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 
It  should  be  approved. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  tMr.  DirksenJ. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to.  . 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investiga¬ 
tions,  and  tests  of  forest  products  inider  sec¬ 
tion  8.  at  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory,  or 
elsewhere,  $1,000,000,  of  which  at  least  $11,050 
shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  waste  woods. 

Ml'.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Wis¬ 
consin:  On  page  41,  line  21,  strike  out 
"$1,000,000  ’  and  insert  "$1,555,000.” 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  not  unaware  of  the  advice 
that  is  usually  given  to  newcomers  of 
this  House  that  they  should  keep  their 
eyes  and  ears  open  and  mouths  closed 
for  a  while,  and  while  I  have  been  here 
a  little  over  3  weeks  I  feel  compelled, 
because  of  my  direct  concern  with  the 
slash  in  the  fund  for  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory  at  Madison,  Wis.,  to  speak 
up,  and  I  do  it  reluctantly,  because  I 
have  a  great  deal  of  respect  for  this  sub¬ 
committee,  and  I  am  not  unaware  of 
the  great  respect  in  which  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  is  held  throughout 
my  own  Middle  West.  But,  I  am 
prompted  to  do  that,  and  particularly  to 
take  issue  with  the  statement  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  in  their  report  on  page  21 
that — 

The  work  of  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory 
at  Madison,  Wis.,  has  never  enjoyed  the  high 
esteem  of  the  committee  or  of  the  Congress. 
Much  of  the  work  pursued  at  this  labora¬ 
tory  is  academic  or  visionary  in  character 
and  has  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee, 
given  practical  results  consonant  with  the 
vast  sums  which  have  been  applied  over  the 
years. 

As  a  result  of  that  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  committee  they  reduced  the  re¬ 
quested  appropriation,  which  was  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  their  appropriation  last  year 
when  the  pay  raise  is  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration,  to  the  flat  sum  of  $1,000,000. 
I  cannot  help  but  feel  that  this  slash  in 
funds  is  due  to  a  misunderstanding  of 
the  practical  value  of  this  institution  in 
my  home  State  and  the  failure  to  under¬ 
stand  the  work  that  they  have  accom¬ 
plished  and  that  they  are  now  accom¬ 
plishing. 

First  of  all,  I  think  we  all  sho'ald  know 
that  Mr.  George  Hunt,  the  present  direc¬ 
tor  who  took  over  not  more  than  2  years 
ago  at  Madison,  is  a  sincere  and  piac- 
tically  minded  research  director.  I  am 
not  familiar  with  what  tyife  of  director¬ 
ship  this  institution  has  had  in  the  past. 
But,  I  am  familiar  with  and  I  know  per¬ 
sonally  the  highly  qualified  gentleman 
who  is  director  of  this  institution  at 
Madison  at  the  present  time. 

I  would  like  to  also  call  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  this  Committee  the  statement  of 
my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
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ington  [Mr.  Horan],  a  member  of  that 
committee,  when  he  pointed  out  to  the 
members  of  this  subcommittee  on  page 
138  of  the  hearings,  as  follows; 

Mr.  Chairman,  they  are  all  utilizing  a  part 
of  our  natural  resources  that  otherwise 
would  go  to  waste. 

Any  of  you  who  live  in  the  forestry 
areas  and  have  seen  the  tragedy  that 
beset  their  lands,  where  the  part  that 
could  be  used  for  good  timber  was  cut 
and  the  rest  of  it  was  permitted  to  be 
spoiled,  can  understand  very  well  the 
language  of  the  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington  on  page  138  of  those  hearings. 

Mr.  Trayer,  Chief  of  the  Division  of 
Forest  Products,  who  testified  before  the 
committee,  was  asked  to  provide  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  some  of  the  completed  projects 
of  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  at 
Madison  during  December  31,  1946.  Mr. 
Ti'ayer  furnished  to  the  committee,  and 
they  appear  beginning  on  page  111  of  the 
report,  a  list  of  825  projects  that  have 
been  completed  by  this  laboratory.  It 
was  made  plain  that  these  projects  are 
illustrative  and  not  inclusive  of  all  the 
projects  that  have  been  completed. 
Among  them  were  a  great  number  of  war¬ 
time  projects,  such  as  packaging  work  for 
the  Army  ordnance.  They  reduced  ship¬ 
ping  damages  in  some  cases  up  to  50  per¬ 
cent.  In  one  year  alone  they  reduced 
the  lumber  requirements  by  over  1,500,- 
000,000  board  feet,  and  instituted  new 
packaging  procedures.  For  the  War 
Production  Board,  by  establishing  a  pilot 
plant,  they  revolutionized  the  process  of 
obtaining  alcohol  from  waste  wood  prod¬ 
ucts,  something  we  needed  badly  in  war¬ 
time  and  something  that  we  got  for  al¬ 
most  nothing. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  This  laboratory  at 
Madison,  Wis.,  serves  the  entire  United 
States  on  all  products  and  is  not  confined 
to  any  one  area? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  That  is 
very  definitely  true.  They  have  the  as¬ 
sistance  of  seven  other  use  stations  for 
utilizing  these  products  throughout  the 
country,  but  they  serve  the  whole  United 
States. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  They  have  saved  this 
Nation  countless  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  That  is 
also  true. 

The  wartime  record  can  be  shown  to 
have  continued  during  peacetime,  and 
to  have  existed  during  peacetime  prior 
to  the  war. 

One  of  the  things  they  have  done  is 
develop  a  process  for  the  production  of 
newsprint  from  lumber  that  could  not 
be  used  for  that  purpose  before.  Over 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Capitol  they  are 
investigating  the  newsprint  situation  to¬ 
day.  Would  anyone  here  say  that  in 
view  of  that  shortage  the  project  for 
permitting  this  use  is  something  that  is 
visionary  or  something  that  is  not  prac¬ 
tical? 

I  cannot  help  but  submit  to  this  com¬ 
mittee  as  a  whole,  in  spite  of  my  respect 
for  the  subcommittee,  that  these  projects 
have  been  neither  academic  nor  vision¬ 
ary  but  they  have  been  practical,  and 


that  they  have  returned  to  the  people 
of  America  a  thousandfold  every  dollar 
that  has  been  invested.  I  hope  this 
committee  wiU  see  fit  to  adopt  the 
amendment  restoring  the  appropriation 
for  this  worth-while  Government  agency. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  10  minutes,  the 
last  4  minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Rivers  1. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
think  anyone  can  say  there  was  a  man¬ 
date  at  the  last  election  to  cut  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  this  very  important  laboratory. 
This  is  the  most  important  laboratory 
operated  by  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  the  Forest  Service  in  the  whole 
Nation,  to  my  knowledge.  For  the  6 
years  I  have  been  in  Congress  we  have 
been  fighting,  with  help  from  all  over  the 
Nation,  to  maintain  this  important  lab.- 
oratory  and  others  at  places  where  the 
research  for  the  improvement  of  .forestry 
management  and  the  improvement  gen¬ 
erally  of  forest  products  is  carried  on. 
In  our  activities  we  found  a  great  need 
for  the  continuation  of  the  activities  of 
this  laboratory.  The  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  has  told  you  very  ably  that 
this  is  not  a  sectional  thing  but  a  na¬ 
tional  thing.  It  serves  the  entire  Nation. 
It  has  brought  returns  a  millionfold  to 
the  taxpayers  and  those  who  are  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  products  of  the  forest.  No¬ 
body  can  estimate  the  value  of  this  thing 
to  the  entire  American  people. 

I  hope  that  the  Committee  will  not 
seriously  object  to  this  amendment.  We 
would  be  wise  indeed  to  make  it  possible 
for  this  laboratory  to  carry  on  with  this 
very  distinguished  director,  because  I 
am  confident  if  more  of  us  knew  more 
about  it  many  more  of  us  would  be  here 
defending  and  justifying  its  continued 
expanded  activity.  - 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Sikes  1. 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sub¬ 
scribe  to  what  our  able  friend,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin,  and  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  have  had  to  say  about 
the  importance  of  the  Madison  labora¬ 
tory.  Its  work  should  be  continued 
without  reduction. 

It  may  be  that  the  people  who'are  con¬ 
ducting  experimental  research  in  Madi¬ 
son  need  to  have  a  fire  built  under  them 
so  that  we  can  see  more  tangible  results 
from  their  work.  The  commercial  ap¬ 
plication  of  research  and  its  value  to  the 
Nation’s  economy  is  its  real  justifica¬ 
tion.  But  the  fact  remains,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  Madison  is  now  engaged  in  highly 
important  experimental  work  which 
should  be  carried  through  to  comple¬ 
tion  as  rapidly  as  possible. 


At  this  time  in  our  Nation’s  history, 
when  reduced  forestry  resources  threat¬ 
en  to  become  a  more  and  more  .-erious 
matter,  we  can  ill  .vfford  to  eliminate  ex¬ 
perimental  work  which  may  within  a 
short  time  make  it  possible  for  us  to  uti¬ 
lize  in  industry  many  wood  products  not 
now  being  used. 

As  only  one  illustration,  I  have  in 
mind  experimentation  'whic’^  is  going  on 
in  the  utilization  of  scrub  oak,  guin,  and 
poplar,  which  commercially  are  now 
considered  to  possess  very  little  value. 

Not  only  shall  we  find  it  necessary  to 
use  better  methods  for  the  maintenance 
and  conservation  of  our  forestry  re¬ 
sources,  but  in  addition  we  may  have  to 
depend  largely  upon  these  now  virtually 
useless  woods  in  the  future  manufacture 
of  paper,  fiber  boards,  and  tannin.  The 
Madison  laboratory  has  in  process  im¬ 
portant  studies  on  these  woods.  During 
the  war  we  used  billions  upon  billions  of 
feet  of  our  finest  timber.  We  must  face 
the  fact  that  our  best  timber  is  gone. 
Today  we  are  cutting  timber  faster  than 
we  are  growing  it.  We  cannot  indefi¬ 
nitely  continue  that  process  without 
getting  hurt  and  hurt  bad  in  this  coun¬ 
try.  Our  economy  is  too  strongly  de¬ 
pendent  upon  timber  to  neglect  it. 

The  laboratory  in  Wisconsin,  the 
largest  of  its  kind,  the  one  which  is  car¬ 
rying  on  the  most  complete  and  compre¬ 
hensive  experiments  on  the  entire  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  utilization  of  forestry  prod¬ 
ucts,  is  in  a  position  to  make  material 
contributions  to  the  Nation,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  poor  economy  to  limit  its  ac¬ 
tivity  at  this  highly  strategic  period  in 
its  history. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DirksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  over  the  years  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Forest  Products  Lab¬ 
oratory  has  received  a  great  deal  of  con¬ 
sideration.  May  I  say  to  my  esteemed 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  in 
whose  district  this  laboratory  happens  to 
be,  that  some  years  ago  I  went  up  to 
take  a  look  for  myself.  I  was  sort  of 
looking  around  at  some  of  our  agricul- 
tui-al  installations  and,  frankly,  I  can¬ 
not  disclose  on  this  floor  what  I  found. 
That  does  not  apply  to  the  present  Di¬ 
rector  but  to  the  previous  Director.  Sub¬ 
sequently,  when  we  had  hearings  on  the 
matter  he  came  to  Washington.  He  in¬ 
vited  me  to  dinner.  He  wanted  to  talk 
to  me.  So  I  went  to  see  him  at  the  Met- 
ropole  Club.  He  fairly  wrung  his  hands 
and  said,  “What  can  I  do?  What  can  I 
do?’’  I  said,  “My  friend,  the  best  thing 
you  can  do  is  get  on  a  train  tonight  and 
go  back  to  Madison  where  you  belong.’’ 
So  I  took  a  look  at  some  of  the  things 
going  on  there.  I  think  the  committee 
was  charitable  when  they  say  so  much 
is  highly  visionary  and  highly  academic. 
Go  through  this  whole  list  that  they  re¬ 
cite  and  they  will  give  you  a  list  as  long 
as  your  arm  of  the  things  they  have 
done.  They  have  showed  statistically 
that  “the  fiber  cavities  of  wood  do  not 
change  on  swelling  and  shrinking  for  the 
average  of  many  species.”  That  is  what 
they  show.  They  have  showed  that  “the 
relative  humidity  at  which  wood  impreg- 
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nated  with  aqueous  solutions  starts  to 
shrink  is  determined  by  the  relative  va¬ 
por  pressu-re  over  the  solution.” 

Now,  is  not  that  marvelous?  Our 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]  years  ago  used  an  expression 
when  we  were  dealing  with  these  regional 
laboratories,  “We  want  no  chemical  curi¬ 
osities.”  That  is  one  of  the  things  they 
are  turning  out — a  lot  of  arithmetical, 
geometrical,  chemical,  and  pathological 
curiosities.  So  they  can  fill  this  book 
with  that  sort  of  thing,  but  this  commit¬ 
tee  wanted  some  results  at  the  practical 
level.  That  is  the  reason  we  cut  this 
down,  because  we  thought  it  was  a  w'aste 
of  funds. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
realize  that  that  type  of  information  is 
essential  in  the  manufacture  of  pulp  and 
paper  and  synthetic  products? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes;  I  realize  tliat  is 
just  as  necessary  as  knowing  something 
about  the  stratosphere,  but  if  it  is  not 
applied  to  some  actual  benefit  for  hu¬ 
mankind  then  why  maintain  the  labora¬ 
tory?  We  have  got  enough  scientists  who 
are  living  in  stellar  realms  today  who 
find  great  delight  in  manufactui’ing 
equations  of  one  kind  or  another,  but  the 
fmal  test  is.  What  does  it  amount  to  at 
the  barnyard  level?  That  is  what  we 
are  interested  in. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.' Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes;  I  yield. 

•  Mr.  RIVERS.  That  might  be  curious 
to  you  but  it  is  not  curious  to  somebody 
who  knows  something  about  growing 
timber. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Well,  this  is  very 
serious  with  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Davis]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Wis¬ 
consin)  there  were — ayes  54,  noes  81. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest 
Service  to  advice  timberland  owners  and  as¬ 
sociations,  wood-using  industries  or  other 
appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of 
forest  management  principles  to  federally 
owned  lands  leased  to  States  and  to  private 
forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained-yield 
management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands, 
and  the  stabilization  of  employment  and 
economic  continuance  of  forest  industries, 
and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Department  as  he  may  designate, 
the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm  For¬ 
estry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C. 
668b),  (not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700) 
and  6  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  8.  C.  667-568), 
and  acts  supplementary  thereto;  in  aU,  not 
to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$54,636  may  be  expended  for  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  al¬ 
teration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  buildings, 
and  other  Improvements:  Provided,  That  in 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Co¬ 


operative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  used  to  establish  new 
nurseries  or  to  acquire  land  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  one  who  spent  con¬ 
siderable  time  before  the  Agricultural 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  I  want  to  express  apprecia¬ 
tion  for  the  patience  and  uniform  cour¬ 
tesy  shown  by  the  chairman  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  that  subcommittee,  during  their 
hearings,  and  to  commend  them  for  the 
thoroughness  of  their  deliberations. 

I  am  extreme!y  gratified  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  allowed  the  full  amount  of 
budget  estimates  in  certain  important 
items  affecting  forestry.  I  refer  particu¬ 
larly  to  the  appropriations  for  forest  fire 
cooperation,  for  farm  and  other  private 
forestry  cooperation  and  for  experimen¬ 
tal  forests  and  ranges.  In  the  South  we 
have  very  little  public  land  and  these 
cooperative  programs  of  protection  from 
fire  and  of  technical  aid  to  landowners 
are  vital  to  progress  in  forest  conserva¬ 
tion.  And  our  forests  in  turn  are  the 
life  blood  of  many  communities  and  in¬ 
dustries. 

However,  other  provisions  in  this  bill 
which  carry  reduced  appropriations  for 
vital  forestry  services  do  not  seem  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  needs  for  a  program  in 
keeping  with  the  great  importance  of 
the  Nation’s  forests.  For  example,  the 
amounts  provided  for  investigations  in 
forest  management,  forest  products,  and 
forest  resources  carry  in  total,  reductions 
amounting  to  $1,210,000  in  comparison 
with  the  appropriations  for  fiscal  year 
1947. 

New  methods  'of  turpentining  trees 
developed  under  the  forest-management 
investigations  program  have  been  of  in¬ 
estimable  value  to  our  naval  stores  in¬ 
dustry.  Further  improvements  are 
needed  and  any  slowing  down  of  progress 
now  w'ill  be  felt  by  thousands  of  people. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  over  the 
very  heavy  reductions  for  research  in 
forest  resources  investigations.  This 
is  the  item  under  which  the  widely  recog¬ 
nized  forest  survey  of  the  United  States 
is  conducted.  We  have  had  an  initial 
survey  in  the  South  virtually  completed 
and  our  industries  found  it  of  great  value 
in  planning  their  operations.  I  do  not 
share  the  opinions  of  the  committee  as 
expressed  in  their  report  that  this  work 
is  of  little  practical  value  and  I  am  sure 
that  many  forest  industries  in  the  South 
share  my  feeling.  We  want  to  see  this 
survey  kept  up  to  date  as  a  basis  for 
further  planning. 

Likewise,  I  cannot  accept  witliout  com¬ 
ment  the  opinion  of  the  committee  that 
research  in  forest  products  as  conducted 
at  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  is 
visionary.  Here  again  there  are  in  the 
South  many  recipients  of  the  research 
results  flowing  from  the  laboratory  who 
will  not  agree  with  the  committee  opin¬ 
ion  or  appropriation  action.  As  only  one 
important  example  I  mention  experi¬ 
ments  on  the  use  of  scrub  oak  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper  and  board  and  the 
derivation  of  tannin  from  its  bark. 
Thousands  of  acres  in  the  South  are  pro¬ 
ducing  this  now  worthless  tree. 
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other  portions  of  the  bill  concerning 
research  in  agricultural  crops  show  no 
such  proportional  reductions.  This  I  am 
glad  to  see,  but  in  the  southeastern 
United  States  we  have  more  forest  land 
than  crop  land.  And  we  have  a  lot  of 
forest  land  that  ought  to  be  back  in  for¬ 
est  land.  Our  forests  are  depleted,  and 
their  production  is  low  compared  to  what 
it  could  be.  Over  half  the  southern  for¬ 
ests  are  in  industrial  or  similar  owner¬ 
ships,  both  large  and  small,  with  the  re¬ 
mainder  owned  principally  by  farmers. 
There  is  a  considerable  acreage  in  public 
forests  and  parks.  Practical  technical 
information  is  the  most  important  tool 
that  these  owners  can  have  at  hand  in 
operating  their  forests,  and  this  tool  is 
a  result  of  research  and  investigation.  I 
am  greatly  disappointed  that  forest- 
research  services  to  our  people  will  be 
weakened  with  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

I  am  also  disturbed  over  other  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  bill  as  they  affect  forestry. 
Total  reductions  approximating  $16,000,- 
000  for  the  United  States  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  cannot  be  taken  lightly  at  a  time 
when  national  resources  have  suffered 
several  years  of  intensified  depletion  dur¬ 
ing  the  war.  We  discovered  during  these 
years  what  shortages  of  a  vital  resource 
really  means.  Then  they  were  primarily 
due  to  necessary  diversion  of  lumber  and 
other  forest  products  to  the  w'ar  effort. 
All  home-building  and  other  activities 
forming  a  part  of  peacetime  progress 
came  to  a  standstill.  This  same  thing 
could  happen  in  the  face  of  shortages  due 
to  scarcity,  and  forest  resources  are  ever 
grovnng  scarcer.  Right  now  we  are 
using  timber  faster  than  we  are  growing 
it,  and  our  best  timber  is  gone.  If  we  do 
not  take  aggressive  action  to  adopt  and 
implement  a  broad  forestry  program  de¬ 
signed  to  rebuild  this  resource,  we  are 
asking  for  eventual  return  of  public  con¬ 
trol  of  production,  distribution,  and 
prices  such  as  we  had  during  the  war. 
These  things  can  be  avoided  only  when 
an  abundance  of  resources  are  present. 
I  want  to  see  our  economy  stay  free,  but 
we  must  face  the  fact  that  the  Federal 
Gdvernment  must  exercise  leadership 
and  pioneer  in  this  matter  of  forest  con¬ 
servation  if  we  are  to  really  get  on  top 
of  the  job.  There  is  considerable  doubt 
in  my  mind  that  the  Congress  has  ever 
supported  forest  conservation  as  fully  as 
it  should  be  supported.  For  these  rea¬ 
sons  I  regret  any  retrenclxment  or  any 
gmng  of  ground  in  our  public  efforts  to 
advance  conservation  in  forestry.  In 
fact,  we  could  more  properly  be  debating 
the  amount  of  increased  appropriations 
for  this  activity  rather  than  confining 
our  deliberations  to  reductions. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

FOREST  DISEASES 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  committee  cut  $80,- 
720  from  the  budget  estimate  of  $440,000 
for  investigation  of  diseases  of  forest  and 
shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and 
methods  of  their  control.  The  amount 
allowed,  $359,280,  appears  on  line  25, 
page  28,  and  lines  1  and  2,  page  29  of 
the  bill.  In  the  report,  page  16,  under 
the  heading  “Forest  diseases,”  the  com¬ 
mittee  states  that  the  $80,720  cut  w'as 
that  part  of  the  fund  heretofore  “allotted 
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for  work  on  diseases  of  young  natural 
stands  and  plantings  (including  white 
pine  blister  rust,  chestnut  blight,  and 
rust  of  southern  pines) 

Very  little  testimony  appears  in  the 
hearings  relative  to  the  work  covered 
by  the  $80,720  disallowed.  Dr.  Cullinan, 
Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bui-eau  of  Plant 
Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engi¬ 
neering,  of  the  Beltsville  Experimental 
Station,  was  asked  a  few  questions.  His 
testimony  begins  on  page  773  of  the  hear¬ 
ings.  Evidently  no  one  connected  with 
the  experiment  station  thought  any  of 
the  projects  were  in  danger,  as  there  has 
never  been  any  question  about  the  fine 
work  the  Beltsville  station  has  been  doing 
in  connection  with  the  projects  elimi¬ 
nated. 

The  work  eliminated  is  essential  if  we 
intend  to  protect  our  forests  which,  as 
everyone  knows,  we  are  fast  depleting. 
In  1909  our  saw  timber  was  2,826,000,- 
000,000  board  feet.  In  1945  the  esti¬ 
mate  was  1,601,000,000,000.  This  indi¬ 
cates  that  in  36  years  we  reduced  our 
saw  timber  44  percent.  At  present  we 
are  making  terrific  drains  upon  our  saw 
timber.  Last  year  we  cut  or  destroyed 
53,900,000,000  board  feet  of  saw  timber 
and  against  this  the  estimated  growth  of 
saw  timber  amounted  to  only  35,300,- 
000,000  feet.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  we 
overdrew  our  saw  timber  account  by  18,- 
600,000,000  board  feet. 

Now,  if  we  are  going  to  stand  by  and 
see  diseases  ravage  our  forests — the 
chestnut  blight  has  already  killed  all 
of  our  American  chestnut  trees — we  are 
going  to  be  right  up  against  it  for  timber 
in  a  very  short  time. 

I  am  not  offering  an  amendment  to  re¬ 
store  the  cut,  because  I  think  the  proper 
way  to  proceed  is  for  the  Senate  to  bring 
in  the  scientists  from  Beltsville  for  ex¬ 
amination.  I  am  fully  convinced  If  this 
is  done  the  cut  will  be  restored. 

Our  forest  problem  is  becoming  such 
a  serious  problem  that  we  cannot  afford 
to  assume  the  risk  of  our  forests  being 
further  depleted  from  diseases.  We 
should  do  everything  in  our  power  to 
protect  our  forests. 

Most  of  the  projects  that  the  cut  elimi¬ 
nates  are  in  their  final  stages.  It  would 
be  absolute  folly  to  discontinue  the  work 
at  this  time. 

In  the  interest  of  preserving  our  fu¬ 
ture  forests,  it  is  important  that  the 
diseases  which  attack  young  trees  oe  held 
in  check.  The  Forest  Service,  National 
Park  Service,  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
State  agencies  and  others  depend  on 
the  Bureau  for  information  on  control¬ 
ling  the  diseases. 

In  addition  to  devising  better  control 
methods,  important  progress  has  been 
made  in  developing  hybrids  of  white 
pines  resistant  to  white  pine  blister  rust, 
of  chestnuts  resistant  to  chestnut  blight, 
and  loblolly  pines  resistant  to  fusiform 
rust.  Further  selections  and  testing  are 
necessary  before  the  varieties  should  be 
released  for  extensive  planting.  Dis¬ 
continuance  of  the  work  would  jeop¬ 
ardize  the  investment  in  these  experi¬ 
mental  plantings. 

The  forests  of  the  future  must  develop 
from  young  trees.  Diseases  of  young 
trees  frequently  prevent  the  growth  of 
desirable  timber  stands  and  plantations. 


It  is  Important  to  study  these  diseases 
to  determine  methods  of  controlling 
them,  also  to  develop  disease -resistant 
hybrids.  The  Forest  Service,  National 
Park  Service,  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
State  agencies,  and  private  owners,  de¬ 
pend  on  the  Bureau  for  assistance  in 
controlling  these  diseases.  The  sudden 
termination  of  long-time  research  in 
this  field  not  only  disturbs  cooperative 
arrangements  with  State  experiment 
stations  and  other  agencies,  govern¬ 
mental  and  private,  but  also  causes  large 
losses  resulting  from  discontinuing  long¬ 
term  investigations  and  breeding  proj¬ 
ects,  and  failure  to  prepare  reports  and 
publications  relating  to  them. 

The  cut  would  eliminate  19  average 
annual  positions  and  affect  the  work  at 
12  locations  scattered  over  the  entire 
United  States.  Since  the  work  is  part- 
time  at  9  of  the  locations,  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  funds  for  the  project  will  have 
the  effect  of  curtailing  important  work 
on  other  projects.  Altogether,  forest 
disease  work  will  have  to  be  discontinued 
at  6  locations:  Saucier,  Miss.;  Chico, 
Calif.;  Flagstaff,  Ariz.;  Savannah,  Ga.; 
Syracuse,  N.  Y. ;  and  Glenn  Dale,  Md. 

The  disease  investigations  and  re¬ 
search  under  this  project  which  would  be 
eliminated  include: 

First.  White  pine  blister  rust,  includ¬ 
ing  selection  and  propagation  of  pine  and 
ribes  resistent  to  the  disease,  $25,800. 

Because  of  white  pine  blister  rust, 
forest  reproduction  of  white  pines  can 
now  be  attained  only  with  costly  control 
measures.  So  that  future  plantations 
of  this  important  forest  tree  may  be  safe 
from  the  rust,  several  promising  selec¬ 
tions  of  eastern  white  pine  resistant  to 
the  disease  in  initial  tests  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  by  cooperative  work  with  the 
Wisconsin  Agricultural  Experiment  Sta¬ 
tion  and  the  forestry  school  at  Syracuse 
University.  Further  testing  is  needed  be¬ 
fore  these  strains  should  be  released  to 
Government,  State,  and  private  nurseries 
for  large-scale  propagataion  and  distri¬ 
bution.  On  the  Pacific  coast,  similar 
selections  are  being  made  of  the  sugar, 
pine,  and  promising  new  hybrid  pines 
developed  by  the  Forest  Service  are  being 
tested  for  rust-resistance.  Assistance  to 
other  agencies  is  also  being  continued 
in  the  development  of  better  methods  for 
the  control  of  blister  rust. 

Accidental  introduction  of  white  pine 
blister  rust  from  Europe  in  about  the  year 
1900  brought  the  gravest  threat  to  the 
immensely  Important  white  pines  of 
North  America,  the  most  important 
species  in  the  United  States  being  the 
eastern  white  pine,  western  white  pine 
in  the  Northwest  and  California,  and 
sugar  pine  in  Oregon  and  California, 
While  mature  pines  may  be  greatly  dam¬ 
aged  by  the  rust,  the  greatest  destruction 
is  to  the  seedlings  and  young  trees  which 
are  girdled  and  killed  by  the  disease. 
Forest  reproduction  of  white  pines  in  the 
presence  of  the  rust  is  hopeless.  The  rust 
does  not  spread  from  pine  to  pine  but 
goes  from  pine  to  currants — tribes — and 
from  them  back  to  pine.  Discovery  of 
this  fact  led  to  eradication  of  the  alter¬ 
nate  ribes  hosts  as  a  control  measure. 

Many  of  the  essential  facts  concerning 
blister  rust  and  its  spread  imder  differ¬ 


ent  conditions  of  climate  and  host  plants 
have  been  determined.  We  now  need  to 
intensify  our  work  on  the  selection  and 
propagation  of  resistant  pines,  so  that 
future  forest  plantations  may  be  safe 
from  the  rust.  This  work  is  well  started. 
In  cooperation  with  the  ’Wisconsin  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Experiment  Station  and  the 
forestry  school  of  Syracuse  University  in 
New  York,  several  promising  selections 
of  eastern  white  pine  have  been  made 
and  have  withstood  intensive  initial  tests. 
After  further  tests  these  strains  will  be 
released  to  Government,  State,  and  pri¬ 
vate  nurseries  for  large-scale  propaga¬ 
tion  and  distribution.  On  the  Pacific 
coast,  this  kind  of  work  is  being  devel¬ 
oped  for  the  sugar  pine  and  we  are  also 
testing  the  rust  resistance  of  promising 
new  hybrid  pines  developed  by  the  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Forest  Genetics,  United  States 
Forest  Service,  Placerville,  Calif. 

Horticultural  varieties  of  currants  re¬ 
sistant  to  blister  rust  have  been  selected 
and  are  being  tested  at  our  northeastern 
laboratory  at  New  Haven,  Conn.  This 
would  revive  a  horticultural  industry 
through  providing  rust -immune  currant 
varieties  that  would  not  threaten  the 
pines. 

Experimental  plots  in  Idaho,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  and  California,  are  designed 
to  improve  the  efficiency  and  lower  the 
costs  of  present  eradication  methods. 
Where  large  amounts  are  being  expended 
on  control  of  infectious  diseases,  it  is  al¬ 
ways  justifiable  to  make  reasonable  ex¬ 
penditures  for  research  to  improve  the 
control  methods,  especially  as  the  disease 
spreads  to  new  climatic  areas  and  in¬ 
fects  new  alternate  hosts. 

All  of  this  research  would  be  discon¬ 
tinued. 

Second.  Chestnut  diseases,  including 
breeding,  testing,  and  propagating 
blight-resistant  hybrids,  $28,530. 

Extensive  breeding  and  selection  work 
has  produced  many  disease -resistant 
hybrids  and  Asiatic  strains  which  are  be¬ 
ing  tested  in  forest  plantings.  They 
are  also  being  tested  for  their  tannin 
content,  since  a  domestic  source  of  tan¬ 
nin  is  vitally  needed,  especially  during 
war  when  it  has  been  a  critical  material. 
The  blight -resistant  chestnuts  tested  thus 
far  have  as  high  tannin  content^  as  dis¬ 
ease-susceptible  American  chestnuts. 
Further  testing  is  necessary  before  the 
varieties  should  be  released  for  extensive 
plantings.  Discontinuance  of  the  work 
now  would  result  in  the  loss  of  much  of 
the  investment  in  these  experimental 
plantings. 

The  loss  of  the  chestnut  from  the  blight 
permanently  reduced  the  productivity  of 
millions  of  acres  of  forest  land  in  the 
area  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  as 
trees  replacing  the  chestnut  are  of  less 
value.  Its  multiple  uses  for  lumber,  tan¬ 
nin,  nuts,  durable  posts,  and  poles  made 
it  invaluable  for  the  farmers’  woodlots. 
Extensive  breeding  and  selection  work 
has  given  us  many  disease-resistant  hy¬ 
brids  and'  Asiatic  strains  now  being  ex¬ 
tensively  tested  in  forest  plantings. 
Within  a  few  years  we  expect  to  have 
sufficient  data  on  their  relative  value  to 
justify  recommending  certain  ones  to 
State  foresters  and  for  the  public  at  large, 
for  extensive  forest  plantings.  To  com¬ 
pletely  discontinue  the  work  now  when 
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paying  results  are  so  near  would  result 
In  the  loss  of  much  of  the  Government’s 
investment  in  these  widespread  experi¬ 
mental  plantings. 

Tannin  is  strategically  vital  for  produc¬ 
tion  of  sole  leather  in  time  of  war.  Dur¬ 
ing  World  Wars  I  and  II  ships  had  to 
be  diverted  to  bring  tannin  from  Argen¬ 
tina  and  Africa.  At  present  blight-killed 
chestnuts,  which  will  not  last  indefinite¬ 
ly,  furnish  over  60  percent  of  our  do¬ 
mestic  vegetable  tannin.  In  case  of  an¬ 
other  war  some  other  domestic  source  of 
tannin  is  vitally  needed.  Blight -resistant 
chestnuts  tested  so  far  have  as  high  tan¬ 
nin  content  as  American  chestnuts.  In 
time  enough  of  them  could  be  grown  to 
serve  as  a  living  tannin  stock  pile.  In 
view  of  the  critical  shortage  of  domestic 
vegetable  tannins,  testing  of  blight -re¬ 
sistant  chestnuts  and  working  them  into 
our  forests  should  be  accelerated,  not 
stopped  entirely. 

Chestnut  orchards  are  important  in 
limited  areas  in  California  and  scattered 
plantings  occur  in  Oregon,  Washington, 
and  Idaho.  The  few  chestnut  blight  in¬ 
fections  so  far  found  have  been  eradi¬ 
cated  in  cooperation  with  these  States. 
There  is  a  good  prospect  that  the  disease 
could  be  kept  under  control  at  a  low  cost 
in  that  area,  even  though  the  orchards 
are  mostly  composed  of  the  very  suscept¬ 
ible  European  chestnut.  Discontinuance 
of  our  part  of  this  cooperative  work  may 
result  in  the  blight  becoming  established 
in  the  western  States. 

This  country  in  normal  times  imports 
fifteen  to  eighteen  million  pounds  of 
chestnuts  from  Europe,  but  the  blight  Is 
spreading  rapidly  in  Italy  and  in  time 
this  supply  will  be  cut  off.  Blight-resist¬ 
ant  chestnut  trees  distributed  by  .this 
Bui’eau  are  producing  good  crops  and 
give  indications  of  being  the  basis  for  a 
large  chestnut  orchard  industry  in  the 
eastern  States.  Nut  decays  and  other 
troubles  need  further  study,  especially  in 
the  Gulf  States,  but  our  cooperative  work 
with  the  horticulturists  looks  very 
promising  for  this  entirely  new  industry. 

Third.  Fusiform  rust,  brown  spot,  and 
pitch  canker  of  southern  pines,  $11,960. 

Thousands  of  acres  of  forest  planta¬ 
tions  and  young  natural  stands  in  the 
South  are  now  being  ruined  by  fusiform 
rust  of  loblolly  and  slash  pines — a  dis¬ 
ease  totally  different  from  white  pine 
blister  rust — and  brown  spot  of  longleaf. 
The  fungi  that  cause  these  diseases  have 
been  determined.  Good  progress  is  being 
made  in  controlling  these  diseases  by 
various  methods  developed  for  existing 
young  stands  and  by  testing  resistance  of 
pine  strains  for  future  planting.  South¬ 
ern  pines  furnish  fully  one-third  of  the 
domestic  annual  lumber  cut;  they  also 
have  great  value  as  sources  of  pulp,  ties, 
poles,  cooperage,  veneer,  turpentine,  and 
rosin.  Virgin  stands  are  almost  gone; 
the  future  supplies  depend  on  reproduc¬ 
tion  and  new  forests.  In  the  South,  10,- 
000,000  acres  need  reforestation,  largely 
with  pines.  Upwards  of  20,000,000  pines 
are  being  planted  anuually  on  southern 
farms.  The  cut  in  funds  would  elimi¬ 
nate  all  of  this  research  and  would  neces¬ 
sitate  closing  our  field  headquarters  at 
Harrison  Experimental  Forest,  Saucier, 
Miss. 


Fourth.  Dwarf-  mistletoe  and  other 
diseases  of  young  natural  stands,  $9,380. 

Dwarf  mistletoes  rank  next  to  heart 
rots  as  a  cause  of  loss  in  western  conifer¬ 
ous  forests,  where  they  are  a  major  factor 
in  decreasing  growth  on  millions  of  acres 
and  are  ruinous  to  the  young  forest  re¬ 
production.  The  House  cut  will  elim¬ 
inate  the  studies  on  determining  the  most 
practicable  and  efScient  methods  for 
mistletoe  control  so  that  these  methods 
may  be  made  available  for  extensive  use 
by  timberland  operators,  as  well  as  cut¬ 
ting  out  all  work  on  other  diseases  of 
young  natural  stands.  Cutting  mistle¬ 
toe  out  of  overstory  trees  improves  them 
and  protects  the  young  reproduction  by 
removing  the  source  of  mistletoe  seed. 
In  established  plots  we  are  studying  the 
extent  and  frequency  of  mistletoe  cutting 
required  for  conti’ol,  and  the  conditions 
under  which  affected  large  trees  should 
be  harvested.  When  labor  becomes 
abundant  much  work  of  this  character 
will  certainly  be  done  by  the  large  timber 
interests,  Including  the  national  forests. 
State  forests,  and  very  extensive  pri¬ 
vately  owned  forests.  There  is  a  large 
demand  for  the  information,  and  we 
should  lose  no  time  In  determining  the 
most  practicable  and  efficient  methods 
for  mistletoe  control  so  that  these  meth¬ 
ods  may  be  made  available  for  ex¬ 
tensive  use  by  timberland  operators. 

BAMBOO  DISEASES,  $850 

A  previously  unknown  serious  root 
disease  of  timber  bamboo  has  been  dis¬ 
covered  during  the  past  year  in  north 
Florida.  Other  diseases  are  impairing 
bamboo  culture  in  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  and  Louisiana.  Initial  studies 
on  these  diseases  have  been  made  at  the 
request  of  bamboo  growers.  Bamboo  is 
being  increasingly  planted  in  the  South 
for  diversified  uses,  oi^e  of  which  is  for 
the  production  of  paper  pulp.  The 
growing  bamboo  industry  needs  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  work  on  destructive  diseases. 

I  hope  the  Representatives  Interested 
in  protecting  our  forests  from  diseases 
will  appear  before  the  Senate  committee 
and  urge  that  the  cut  be  restored. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Can  the  gentleman 
name  one  single  pest  they  have  helped 
to  eradicate? 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  I  certainly  can. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  wish  the  gentleman 
would  name  them. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  I  refer  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  the  chestnut  blight  wliich  came 
right  down  through  his  State  and  cleaned 
out  every  chestnut  tree  in  Pennsylvania. 
They  have  developed  at  least  six  types 
of  hybrid  chestnuts  at  the  experimental 
station  at  Beltsville  wliich  have  stood  up 
against  the  blight  for  over  20  years. 
They  want  to  carry  this  experiment  on 
for  a  few  years  more  to  determine  which 
type  is  the  right  type  with  which  to 
restock  our  Appalacliian  forests.  That 
Is  going  to  take  time. 

Tlien  I  call  the  gentleman’s  attention 
to  the  pine  blister  rust.  We  have 
checked  it.  We  are  to  the  point  now 
where  we  know  how  to  eradicate  It. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  "nie  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 


(Mr.  FLANNAGAN  a.sked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro 
forma  amendment.  The  appropriations 
in  this  bill  for  the  Forest  Service  are  not 
as  large  as  they  ought  to  be.  From  what 
has  gone  on  in  this  House  yesterday  and 
today,  it  is  very  evident  that  any  motion 
to  increase  the  appropriations  for  the 
Forest  Service  would  be  voted  down.  I 
hope  that  when  this  bill  gets  over  to  the 
Senate  the  Members  of  that  body  who 
feel  kindly  toward  the  Forest  Service 
will  be  able  to  restore  at  least  some  of 
the  funds  which  have  been  reduced. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  beg  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  even  at  this  late  hour,  when 
I  know  the  Members  are  tired,  to  say  a 
few  words  in  support  of  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice.  This  House  recently  established  a 
special  committee  to  study  the  news¬ 
print  situation.  There  is  a  great  short¬ 
age  of  newsprint  in  this  country,  and  we 
get  the  most  of  our  newsprint  from  for¬ 
eign  sources.  During  the  war  we  greatly 
deleted  our  forests  because  of  the  great 
need  for  lumber.  Even  before  the  war, 
and  for  many  years  prior  thereto,  we 
have  been  very  negligent  about  our  for¬ 
ests.  Many  sawmill  people  cut  out  the 
timber  with  little  or  no  thought  of  the 
future.  In  many  Instances  seed  trees 
were  not  left.  Great  stretches  of  coun¬ 
try,  especially  in  the  longleaf  pine  sec¬ 
tion,  have  been  nearly  denuded  of  timber. 
It  was  certainly  a  short-sighted  policy, 
and  today  we  are  experiencing  the  results 
of  that  policy.  Erosion  is  taking  place  at 
a  rapid  rate.  This  causes  accelerated 
water  flow  and  it  all  adds  up  to  more 
frequent  and  greater  floods. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  have  time  to 
further  portray  the  results  of  our  unwise 
use  of  the  once  great  timber  resources 
in  this  country.  But  the  bright  spot  in 
the  whole  situation  is  that  we  have 
learned  at  long  last  that  we  must  con¬ 
serve  our  forests,  that  we  must  restore 
our  soils,  that  we  must  put  back  as  much 
as  we  can  the  elements  and  natural  re¬ 
sources  which  have  been  destroyed  over 
a  period  of  50  years  or  more.  A  good 
many  years  ago  this  Nation  embarked 
upon  a  plan  of  reforestation,  upon  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  reseeding  our  denuded  lands, 
conserving  and  restoring  our  soils,  and 
the  restoration  of  our  natural  resources 
in  general.  We  have  spent  considerable 
money  in  that  direction,  but  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  have  to  spend  more.  We  must 
realize  that  there  is  just  so  much  land 
in  this  country.  We  must  realize  the  ab¬ 
solute  necessity  of  growing  forests  for 
our  children  and  those  of  future  gen¬ 
erations.  It  is  plain  good  business  to  do 
so.  It  is  unfair  for  those  living  in  this 
age  to  continue  to  deplete  our  natural 
resources  without  making  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  to  provide  something  for  those 
coming  after  us.  I  therefore  urge,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  more  ample  provision 
be  made  for  the  growing  of  timber  for 
the  future  welfare  and  prosperity  of  the 
whole  country  and  for  the  further  con¬ 
servation  and  restoration  of  the  natural 
resources  of  our  country.  I  hope  that 
the  Appropriations  Committee  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  will  make  better  provision  for  these 
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great  national  needs  for  all  the  people 
than  are  made  In  this  pending  bill. 

(Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  majority  leader 
and  other  Republican  leaders  are  in  a 
desperate  position.  Their  very  utter¬ 
ances,  as  well  as  their  actions,  evidence 
this  fact.  They — the  eastern-dominated 
Republican  Party — have  already  ignored 
the  just  claims  of  the  great  West  and 
Northwest  by  the  unjustifiable  slashing 
they  gave  in  the  Interior  appropriations 
bill.  The  eastern-dominated  Republican 
Party  is  now  doing  the  same  thing  to  the 
farmers  and  the  rural  areas  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  The  Republican  Party  leaders  do 
not  tell  the  country  that  before  he  sent 
his  budget  estimates  up  to  Congress, 
President  Truman  reduced  the  depart¬ 
mental  requests  by  about  $7,000,000,000. 
Their  only  cry,  as  stated  by  the  majority 
leader,  is  that  “There  is  stubborn  oppo¬ 
sition  to  every  effort  we  make  to  cut  the 
cost  of  government.”  I  don’t  understand 
it  that  way.  What  we  are  opposing  is 
the  false  economy  of  the  Republican 
Party. 

Real  economy  is  one  thing ;  false  econ¬ 
omy  is  another.  I  wonder  if  the  people 
of  the  West  and  Northwest  consider  the 
sharp  reductions  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  appropriations,  which  played  into 
the  hands  of  the  utility  barons,  as  real 
economy  of  false  economy?  I  wonder  if 
they  consider  what  has  happened  to  be 
in  their  best  interest?  I  also  wonder 
whether  our  farmers  consider  the  sharp 
reductions  in  this  bill  as  constituting 
real  economy  or  false  economy?  Do  they 
consider  the  blow  which  has  been  dealt 
them  by  this  bill  to  be  to  their  best 
interest? 

The  false  economy  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  the  Interior  appropriations  bill 
was  harmful  to  the  West  and  the  North¬ 
west  and  also  to  the  fishing  industry  of 
the  country.  The  false  economy  of  this 
bill  is  harmful  to  the  farmers  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  to  the  school-lunch  program,  and  is 
also  harmful  to  our  fishing  industry. 

The  only  economic  groups  who  think 
they  will  benefit  by  these  reductions  are 
the  big  business  interests  of  our  country. 
They  are  the  ones  who  have  dictated  and 
who  are  applauding  the  Republican  false 
economy  program — despite  the  fact  that 
this  false  economy  is  a  powerful  factor 
in  producing  the  business  recession  that 
now  faces  the  country. 

The  people  of  the  country  might  just 
as  well  wake  up  to  what  is  going  on  in 
Congress.  Eastern  big  business  controls 
the  Republican  Party,  and  that  means 
Eastern  domination  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  Congress.  Under  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party,  with  this  Eastern  domina¬ 
tion,  the  Government  is  giving  primary 
consideration  fo  dollar  values,  with  hu¬ 
man  values  forgotten.  Under  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party  the  Government  gave,  and 
properly  so,  primary  consideration  to 
human  values,  to  the  best  interests  of 
our  people  as  human  beings. 

No,  the  issue  involved  in  these  drastic 
reductions  is  not  real  economy.  The 
issue  we  are  fighting  is  false  economy. 


(Mr.  SMATHERS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary.  In 
accordance  with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  June  22,  1936,  as  amended  and  sup¬ 
plemented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations 
and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  im¬ 
provement,  $500,000,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  im¬ 
mediately  available  and  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  with  which  shall  be  merged 
the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  hereto¬ 
fore  appropriated  or  transferred  to  the  De¬ 
partment  for  flood  control  purposes:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be 
used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo 
and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without 
speclflc  approval  of  the  county  board  of  super¬ 
visors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are 
situated:  Provided  further,  That  allocations 
of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947  and  1943 
for  works  of  Improvement  on  individual 
watersheds  shall  be  in  the  respective  amounts 
set  forth  in  the  Department’s  budget  justi¬ 
fications  to  the  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  and  shall  not  be  decreased  except 
as  may  be  necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease 
in  the  estimates  of  available  prior  year 
balances. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  greatly  concerned 
about  some  of  the  drastic  cuts  being 
made  in  this  appropriations  bill  which 
are  detrimental  to  agriculture.  My  rec¬ 
ord  for  economy  in  government  speaks 
for  itself.  I  am  also  quite  sure  that  the 
farmers  of  America  want  economy  in 
government  and  want  savings  made  in 
the  proper  places.  This  appropriations 
bill,  however,  would  seem  to  take  the 
props  from  under  agriculture  in  many 
instances.  No  one  knows  what  the  fu¬ 
ture  holds  for  agriculture.  It  is  the 
Nation’s  basic  industry,  and  we,  from 
the  Midwest  at  least,  have  learned  long 
ago  that  food  for  our  people  simply  does 
not  grow  on  trees.  Just  now  we  are 
being  called  upon  to  produce  food  and 
more  food,  not  only  for  our  own  con¬ 
sumption  but  for  the  entire  world.  The 
farmer  should  be  encouraged  in  the 
splendid  work  he  is  doing  to  feed  the 
starving  people  of  all  nations.  If  we 
have  another  depression  in  this  coun¬ 
try  we  had  better  be  sure  that  we  have 
a  foundation  ready  for  agriculture  on 
which  to  build  and  survive. 

I  want  to  make  special  reference  to  the 
elimination  of  section  32  funds  which 
provide  agriculture  with  money  from 
custom  receipts  with  which  to  maintain 
price  supports  under  surpluses.  Section 
32  on  which  agriculture  has  depended  all 
these  years  is  now  rudely  jerked  from 
under  us 'at  the  very  time  when  agricul¬ 
ture  is  facing  the  greatest  surplus  it  has 
ever  faced.  All  appropriations  for  this 
fund  are  eliminated  under  the  provisions 
of  this  bill  and,  in  my  judgment,  such 
action  is  ill-advised. 

I  also  want  to  say  a  word  about  the  cut 
in  appropriations  for  conservation  and 
use  payments.  This  program  has  been 
carried  on  for  a  number  of  years,  much  of 
it  during  the  time  when  agriculture  was 
in  real  distress.  The  program  was  again 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Congress 
last  year  and,  as  a  result,  contracts  were 
entered  into  with  our  farmers  in  good 
faith  and  now  we  find  that  under  the 


provisions  of  this  bill  such  contracts  are 
being  invalidated  to  the  extent  that  the 
appropriations  are  not  sufficient  to  carry 
them  out.  This  is  simply  breaking  a  con¬ 
tractual  obligation. 

Last  year  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  sponsored 
the  enactment  of  the  Hope-Flannagan 
bill  to  carry  on  agricultural  research.  Ap¬ 
propriations  for  this  service  have  also 
been  drastically  reduced  in  this  bill.  The 
program  is  still  in  its  infancy  and  suffi¬ 
cient  funds  should  have  been  provided 
to  carry  on  this  work  to  its  fullest  extent. 
If  there  is  anything  needed  in  agriculture 
today,  it  is  research.  I  hope  that  suflB- 
cient  money  will  be  appropriated  to  carry 
on  this  splendid  work. 

I  regret  that  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
Appropriations  Committee  on  many  of 
the  items  brought  to  our  attention  today. 
I  only  have  time  to  mention  a  few.  The 
Soil  Conservation  Service  is  most  im¬ 
portant.  It  should  be  carried  on  to  the 
fullest  extent  and  the  Budget  estimate 
for  this  service  should  be  allowed.  I  real¬ 
ize,  however,  that  we  must  pass  this  ap- 
prouriation  bill  in  order  to  carry  on  the 
necessary  functions  of  government  and 
only  regret  that  this  committee  has  seen 
fit  to  so  drastically  cut  appropriations  in 
so  many  instances.  I  for  one  want  to 
speak  out  in  protest  on  behalf  of  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  farmers. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

[Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio  addressed  the 
Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carry¬ 
ing  out  preventive  measures  to  conserve  soli 
and  water.  Including  such  special  measures 
as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 
slltatlon  of  reservoirs,  and  Including  the  Im¬ 
provement  of  farm  Irrigation  and  land  drain¬ 
age,  the  establishment  and  operation  of  con¬ 
servation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  information,  $38,000,000:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  may  be 
expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation 
operations  in  demonstration  projects. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

KEEP  SCS  AS  IS 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  made  quite  a 
study  of  the  work  of  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  people  as  they  assist  soil 
conservation  districts.  I  have  observed 
progress  at  close  range.  I  have  talked 
to  hundreds  of  farmers  in  my  congres¬ 
sional  district,  and  to  State  agricultural 
leaders  and  county  agents.  I  think  I 
know  a  few  things  that  all  of  you  may 
not  be  familiar  with. 

Every  one  of  the  14  counties  in  my  con¬ 
gressional  district  is  organized  into  a  soil 
conservation  district  under  Iowa  State 
law.  The  Soil  Conservation  Service  is 
giving  technical  assistance  to  each  of 
these  districts,  and  doing  a  magnificent 
job,  too.  This  farmers  need  this  help, 
and  they  want  it  continued  and  ex¬ 
panded.  I  know  these  farmers  and  their 
soil  conservation  problems.  And  I  know 
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they,  the  majority  of  them,  Republicans 
and  Democrats  alike,  would  be  opposed  to 
sharing  the  technical  assistance  they 
now  receive  with  the  new  districts  that 
are  coming  in.  But  I  fear  that  is  exactly 
what  will  happen  even  if  we  accept  the 
full  amount  in  the  President’s  budget 
proposals.  And  so,  with  all  of  my  con¬ 
gressional  district  organized  into  soil 
conservation  districts  I  think  I  am  in  a 
position  to  make  a  few  observations  based 
on  my  personal  experience  and  study. 

There  has  been  a  lot  of  talk  in  the  past 
2  years  that  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  should  be  combined  with  the  Exten¬ 
sion  Services  of  our  land  grant  colleges, 
and  that  the  latter  should  have  charge 
of  soil  and  water  conservation  work. 

There  are  a  lot  of  things  wrong  with 
this  idea.  I  shall  mention  only  a  few 
of  them.  In  the  first  place,  the  Ex¬ 
tension  Service  is  the  educational  agency 
for  agriculture.  It  was  set  up  for  that 
purpose,  and  it  wants  to  operate  that 
way.  I  well  remember  the  testimony  of 
M.  L.  Wilson,  director  of  extension 
work,  during  hearings  on  the  1947  Agri¬ 
culture  Department  appropriation  bill. 
Director  Wilson,  testifying  on  the  farm 
labor  program  made  it  clear  that  the 
Extension  Service  would  like  to  be  re¬ 
lieved  of  the  farm-labor  program,  so 
that  all  the  colleges  and  those  connected 
with  them  could  all  be  put  into  the  edu¬ 
cational  program.  Director  Wilson  said 
that  he  thought  all  the  extension  direc¬ 
tors  in  the  States  felt  the  same  way;  that 
too  much  of  a  load  could  not  be  put  on 
the  extension  workers;  that  educational 
work  was  what  these  men  were  fitted  for, 
and  what  they  wanted  to  do. 

H.  C.  Byrd,  president  of  the  University 
of  Maryland,  one  of  our  leading  land- 
grant  colleges,  said  this  in  a  speech  last 
December  in  Chicago: 

If  work  experience  means  anything,  I  can 
say  to  you  that  in  my  opinion  we  have  done 
a  better  Job  in  Maryland  than  we  would  have 
done  had  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  been 
a  part  of  the  AAA  or  a  part  of  any  other  unit 
of  the  Federal  Department  of  Agriculture. 

That  is  a  direct  quote  from  President 
Bsn-d  of  the  University  of  Maryland.  The 
Extension  Service  folks  of  the  land-grant 
colleges,  I  am  sure,  feel  the  same  way 
about  it.  They  have  got  all  they  can  do 
In  the  agricultural  educational  field — 
that  is  their  job.  " 

The  Extension  Service  does  have  a  big 
part  to  play  in  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram  in  their  own  field — that  of  educa¬ 
tion.  In  most  States  Extension  is  doing 
a  good  job  in  the  field  of  conservation 
education  which  is  necessary  to  prepare 
farmers  for  the  technical  help  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  gives  individual 
farmers  through  soil  conservation  dis¬ 
tricts.  In  fact,  more  educational  work 
Is  needed  in  order  to  speed  up  the  job 
of  getting  permanent  conservation  on 
the  land.  Dr.  R.  K.  BliSs,  who  retired 
about  a  year  ago  as  extension  director 
at  Iowa  State  College,  made  an  Inspiring 
soil-conservation  talk  over  the  radio  on 
June  12,  1946.  In  this  talk  Dr.  Bliss 
pointed  out  that  soil  conservation  is 
Iowa’s  greatest  economic  problem.  He 
said  further,  and  I  quote : 

What  the  program  lacks  Is  the  educa¬ 
tional  and  organizational  drive  to  get  every¬ 


one — farmers,  schools,  city  people — all  Inter¬ 
ested  In  soil  conservation.  This  educational 
Job  falls  largely  on  the  Extension  Service. 

That  is  the  way  Dr.  Bliss,  former  Iowa 
extension  director,  feels  about  this  prob¬ 
lem.  So,  you  see.  Extension  has  all  It 
can  handle  in  the  field  of  conservation 
education.  It  is  not  equipped  to  deal 
with  technical  phases  of  an  action  pro¬ 
gram,  nor  does  it  want  to  do  so. 

I  would  like  to  quote  once  again  from 
the  Chicago  speech  of  President  Byrd. 
Dr.  Byrd  said : 

We  must  have  a  continuing,  aggressive 
national  agency  devoted  exclusively  to  the 
problems  of  land  conservation.  We  have 
that  now  In  the  Soli  Conservation  Service. 
The  job  is  too  vital,  too  complex,  and  too 
basic  ever  to  become  a  side  line  to  another 
activity.  We  cannot  permit  the  national 
Job  to  be  split  into  segments,  or  to  be  sub¬ 
ordinated  to  a  variety  of  other  agricultural 
programs. 

That  is  a  direct  quote  from  the  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  University  of  Maryland  and 
I  agree  with  him. 

SCS  ORGANIZATION  SOUND 

Now  let  me  comment  on  another  charge 
that  has  been  made  against  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  which  I  consider  to 
be  unfair  and  untrue — and  I  think  I  can 
substantiate  what  I  am  about  to  say  by 
facts  from  the  record.  The  charge  is 
that  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  is  a 
top-heavy  organization,  that  its  over¬ 
head  is  high.  The  Soil  Conservation 
Service  has  one  of,  if  not  the  lowest 
overhead  of  any  agency  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  The  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  more  than  any  other  agency 
I  know  about,  has  taken  its  job  put  on  the 
land.  It  has  consistently  reduced  its 
overhead  year  after  year.  I  think  it  is 
an  efficient  agency,  an  economical 
agency.  I  only  wish  all  the  agencies  of 
Government  had  half  as  good  a  record. 

Iowa  is  one  of  the  eight  States  in  the 
Upper  Mississippi  region  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  with  headquarters 
at  Milwaukee,  Wis.  The  other  seven 
States  are  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Wisconsin,  and  Illi¬ 
nois.  In  the  regional  ofiice  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  and  in  the  eight  State  offices  in 
that  region,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
has  a  total  of  291  employees,  including 
clerical,  accounting,  budgeting  and  pur¬ 
chasing  personnel  who  perform  func¬ 
tions  required  by  law  of  all  Government 
agencies.  Of  the  291  employees  in  the 
regional  and  State  offices  in  these  eight 
States,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  has 
95  professional  grade  administrators, 
technicians,  specialists,  and  supervisors. 

I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  I  do  not 
consider  the  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
with  95  professional  and  196  clerical  and 
stenographic  regional  office  and  State 
office  employees  in  the  same  8  States, 
is  wasting  the  taxpayers’  money  with  a 
top-heavy  organization.  I  am  convinced 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  is  stream¬ 
lined  for  an  efficient  job,  that  it  has  the 
bulk  of  its  personnel — 86  percent  of  its 
employees  by  Department  and  Budget 
Bureau  overhead  standards,  to  be  exact — 
out  in  the  field  offices  to  serve  the  people 
on  the  land.  In  fact,  if  you  consider 
that  practically  all  of  the  professional 
employees  in  the  regional  and  State  of¬ 


fices  contribute  valuable  specialized 
technical  assistance  in  the  field  and  not 
in  an  office — ^the  real  overhead — admin¬ 
istration  and  facilitating  service — of  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  is  nearer  6 
percent  than  14  percent. 

The  Soil  Conservation  Service  oper¬ 
ates  efficiently  and  economically — more 
so  than  any  other  agency  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  It  is  not  a  top- 
heavy  organization.  In  reality,  about  94 
percent  of  their  employees  are  working 
directly  at  the  job  of  getting  a  perma¬ 
nent  conservation  program  established 
on  the  land.  We  must  not  hinder  this 
all-important  program  which  the  Soil 
Conservation  l^rvice  is  carrying  on  so 
effectively  to  conserve  the  precious  soil 
of  America. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  Into  effect  the  provisions  of 
sections  7  to  17,  Inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  590g-590q),  and  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and 
383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  display  of  exhibits,  including 
such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  inter¬ 
national  fairs  within  the  United  States; 
$166,614,290,  to  remain  available  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
and  the  act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December 
31,  1947,  Inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $15,000,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other 
administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out 
such  programs,  but  not  more  than  $1,950,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section 
392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”; 
Provided  further,  That  payments  to  claim¬ 
ants  hereunder  shall  be  made  upon  the  cer¬ 
tificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate 
shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Secretary  may 
prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  con¬ 
servation  practice  or  practices  and  has  com¬ 
plied  with  all  other  requirements  as  condi¬ 
tions  for  such  payments  and  that  the  state¬ 
ments  and  information  contained  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  payment  are  correct  and  true, 
to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  un¬ 
der  the  penalties  of  the  act  of  March  4, 
1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided 
further.  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  ap¬ 
propriated  or  made  available  for  functions 
■assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order  (No. 
9069)  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to 
pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional 
information  employees  or  any  State  or  coun¬ 
ty  information  employees,  bi^t  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  sup¬ 
plying  of  information  to  individual  farmers: 
Provided  further,  That  no  funds  shall  be 
available  for  salaries  or  other  administrative 
expenses  In  connection  with  the  formula¬ 
tion  or  administration  of  any  1948  program 
of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water - 
conservation  practices,  under  the  act  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  29,  1936,  as  amended,  or  programs  un¬ 
der  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  except  those  pertaining  to  mar¬ 
keting  quotas  under  the  latter  act:  Providec 
further,  That  the  Secretary  may.  In  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the 
General  Accounting  OfiBce  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
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of  said  office  in  auditing  payments  under 
this  item :  Provided  further.  That  such 
amount  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase 
of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other 
farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  serv¬ 
ices,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricul¬ 
tural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out 
farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary 
in  the  1947  program  under  said  act  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  29, 1936,  as  amended:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  complied 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agri¬ 
cultural  conservation  programs,  formulated 
pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farm¬ 
ers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented  from 
filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriation  for  such  program  was 
available  for  obligation,  such  payments  to  be 
made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  Use  of 
Agricultural  Land  Resources,”  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act, 
1946:  Provided  further.  That  an  application 
for  payment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed 
by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled 
to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance, 
or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regu¬ 
lations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  ed.,  1385))  with¬ 
in  1  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge 
from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  December  31. 
1947,  whichever  is  later:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the 
Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corpora¬ 
tion,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of 
such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary 
or  travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has 
been  convicted  of  violating  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activ¬ 
ities,”  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of 
July  11.  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  vio¬ 
lated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section 
which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  payment  of  personal  serv¬ 
ices  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor 
or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation 
by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any 
Member  or  through  the  proper  official  chan¬ 
nels:  Provided  further.  That  where  farmer 
participation  in  the  program  in  any  State, 
region,  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  the 
full  amount  of  the  money  apportioned  there¬ 
to  any  such  sum  or  sums  in  excess  of  such 
requirement  shall  be  reapportioned  to  States, 
regions,  or  areas  whose  original  apportion¬ 
ments  have  not  been  sufficient  to  meet  such 
requirements. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cannon:  Page 
48,  line  26,  strike  out  “$165,614,290”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “$300,000,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  moment  to 
see  if  we  can  agree  on  time? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  and  amendments  to  this  para¬ 
graph  close  in  30  minutes,  the  last  10 
minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 


Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  may  we  see 
how  many  Members  want  to  talk  on  this? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  matter  has  been 
discussed  in  general  debate  and  else¬ 
where  and  I  think  the  membership  is 
quite  familiar  with  the  issue. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  have  not  been  able  to  speak  and  I 
should  like  to  address  myself  to  this  mat¬ 
ter  for  at  least  5  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  has  not  had  an  opportunity 
either,  even  in  general  debate. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairmai may  I 
inquire  of  the  gentleman,  that  applies 
only  to  the  pending  amendment? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  all  amendments 
thereto. 

Mr.  CANNON.  And  not  to  any  fur¬ 
ther  amendments? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel 
I  must  object  in  that  there  are  several 
amendments  I  know  will  be  offered  and 
from  the  number  of  Members  who  want 
to  speak  this  will  leave  approximately  1 
minute  each. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  sup¬ 
pose  we  agree  to  run  on  for  a  httle  while, 
then  see  if  we  can  limit  time.  I  with¬ 
draw  the  request. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
only  in  recent  years  that  the  country 
has  become  conservation  conscious. 
Even  at  that  we  are  a  little  late.  But 
we  are  beginning  to  realize  belatedly  that 
we  must  conserve  what  remains  of  our 
natural  resources.  Much  of  our  wild¬ 
life  is  already  gone  and  can  never  be 
replaced,  and  millions  of  acres  of  arable 
land  have  been  so  depleted  and  eroded 
that  it  can  never  be  reclaimed. 

So,  at  this  late  date  there  is  a  feeling 
throughout  the  country  that  we  should 
conserve  what  resources  still  remain.  • 

Our  basic  resource  is  the  land.  Every¬ 
thing  goes  back  to  the  land.  We  must 
produce  from  the  land  the  food  and  the 
raw  materials  and  the  fiber  upon  which 
every  industry  in  the  country  is  depend¬ 
ent.  It  takes  100  years  to  make  one  inch 
of  soil,  and  during  the  war  years  we  have 
ruined  our  soil,  we  have  drawn  upon  it 
as  never  before.  In  response  to  this 
thought-producing  situation  we  passed 
In  the  last  Congress  an  authorization  for 
a  $300,000,000  program  of  conservation, 
one  which  met  with  general  approval  on 
both  side  of  the  House,  and  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress. 

Under  that  authorization  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  has  announced  this 
program,  and  a  large  percentage  of  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation  have  entered  into 
what  they  believe  to  be  binding  con¬ 
tracts  with  the  Government,  and  most 
of  them  have  performed  what  they  con¬ 
ceive  to  be  their  part  of  the  contract. 

This  program  is  of  special  interest  to 
the  small  farmers.  Out  of  the  3,404,126 
farmers  who  have  participated  in  the 
program,  2,746.951  will  draw  $100  or  less 
than  $100,  and  nearly  half  will  draw  less 
than  $40. 

It  is  the  small  man  who  has  a  stake  in 
this  program,  the  man  who  is  not  able 
to  finance  his  own  conservation  unless 
specially  encouraged.  It  especially  ap¬ 
plies  to  the  rented  farm. 


Here  is  a  long-time  program  under 
which  we  preserve  the  basic  fertility  of 
the  soil.  It  has  been  remarkably  suc¬ 
cessful.  Concurrence  in  the  committee 
report,  eliminating  entirely  the  1948  pro¬ 
gram  and  cutting  down  to  $150X00,000 
the  appropriation  for  the  current  pro¬ 
gram,  means  that  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  pay  these  farmers  less  than  60 
cents  on  the  dollar. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  cannot  repudiate 
the  Government’s  obligations  in  that  ir¬ 
responsible  manner. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hear  one  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  asking  what  the  amendment  is. 
The  amendment  is  to  increase  the 
amount  of  payments  on  what  is  some¬ 
times  referred  to  as  political  conserva¬ 
tion  rather  than  soil  conservation  from 
$165,000,000  to  $300,000,000. 

I  think  it  is  significant  that  we  have 
already  passed  the  part  of  the  bill  which 
applies  directly  to  the  conservation  of 
the  soil.  Being  a  farmer,  I  believe  in  the 
conservation  of  soil  as  only  a  farmer  can, 
but  I  believe  I  have  a  moral  obligation  to 
myself  and  to  my  neighbors  and  to  so¬ 
ciety  in  general  to  take  care  of  that  soil 
myself.  No  one  pays  me  for  taking  a 
bath,  but  it  is  good  for  me.  It  is  good  for 
the  farmer  to  take  care  of  his  soil  him¬ 
self. 

We  have  passed  the  section  dealing 
with  Soil  Conservation  Service,  and  we 
approach  the  Production  and  Marketing 
Act,  in  the  first  paragraph  of  which  is 
an  amount  for  soil-conservation  pay¬ 
ments.  We  are  not  talking  about  soil 
now,  we  are  talking  about  payments  out 
of  the  Federal  Treasury.  All  of  the 
breast  beating  and  the  crocodile  tears 
we  are  going  to  have  today  are  not  over 
conservation  of  the  soil,  they  are  over 
the  political  payments  to  those  who 
comply. 

In  his  budget  message  to  us  earlier  this 
year  the  President  of  the  United  States 
said: 

A  year  ago  the  budget  message  recom¬ 
mended  gradual  reduction  of  these  payments, 
and  that  recommendation  Is  now  renewed. 
More  than  60  percent  of  the  total  payments 
go  to  about  one-eighth  of  the  Nation’s  farm¬ 
ers.  Most  of  this  money,  thus,  is  being  paid 
to  a  comparatively  small  number  of  farmers, 
who,  because  of  their  strong  position  in 
American  agriculture,  would  undoubtedly 
continue  the  best  farm-management  prac¬ 
tices  without  the  persuasion  of  a  bonus  from 
the  Treasury. 

I  subscribe  to  that  part  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  message. 

We  should  shift  our  effort  from  this  kind 
of  subsidy  to  providing  technical  guidance 
to  all  farmers  for  soil  conservation  and  man¬ 
agement  along  the  lines  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service — 

The  section  dealing  with  which  we  have 
just  passed  without  objection — 

and  the  Extension  Service — 

Which  this  committee  did  not  dilute  in 
any  fiscal  manner. 

The  President  of  the  United  States 
concludes : 

I  therefore  propose  that  the  appropriation 
act  limit  the  conservation  and  Tise  program 
for  the  crop  year  1948  to  $200,000,000  Instead 
of  the  $300,000,000  program  to  which  we  are 
committed  for  the  crop  year  1947.  This  will 
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not  affect  expenditures  materially  until  the 
fiscal  year  1949. 

I  have  read  from  the  committee  re¬ 
port,  page  6. 

On  all  of  those  commitments  or  con¬ 
tracts  to  which  the  President  refers  there 
was  small  print  which  said  that  this  was 
dependent  upon  the  money  being  ap¬ 
propriated,  and  the  commitments  re¬ 
ferred  to  by  the  President  were  made  on 
that  basis.  I  submit  that  in  this  debate 


upon  which  we  are  now  launching  we 
should  restrict  our  arguments  not  to  the 
conservation  of  the  soil,  which  I  do  not 
think  is  debatable,  but  to  the.  matter  of 
political  payments  out  of  the  Treasury 
for  practices  that  any  good  farmer  ought 
to  follow.  As  the  President  himself 
points  out,  60  percent  of  these  payments 
go  to  one-eighth  of  the  Nation’s  farmers. 

The  table  below  outlines  some  very 
interesting  facts  regarding  AAA  pay¬ 
ments  : 


I  Based  on  Iflis  and  1940  programl 


Size  of  payment  to  individual  payee 

Number  of 
payees 

Percent 
of  total 

Payments 

Percent 
of  pay¬ 
ment 
proposed 
1947 

Amount 

Amount 

Percent 
of  total 

$0  to  $00 . 

2,  LTO,  602 

63. 17 

$.5.5,  844,  000 

22.08 

100 

$55,  ,844, 000 

SfiO.Ol  to  $100. . . . . . 

,596, 349 

17.  .52 

45,  461,.000 

17.98 

34,  09,5,  760 

$100.01  to  $500 . 

616,098 

18. 10 

107,  .584,  000 

42.  55 

QO 

63, 792, 000 

•Above  $600 . . . 

41,077 

1.21 

43,  9tHI.  000 

17.39 

26 

10,  990, 000 

Total . . . 

3,  404, 126 

100.00 

2,52,  849,  000 

100.00 

154,  721,  7.50 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY..  Does  the  gentleman  re¬ 
gard  these  payments  as  political  pay¬ 
ments  rather  than  real  soil-conservation 
payments? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  am  afraid  that  I  will 
have  to  because  they  are  not  large  enough 
to  conserve  a  farm  and  the  farmer  still 
has  to  use  his  own  best  judgment  to  con¬ 
serve  his  soil. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman’s  com¬ 
mittee  provided  $165,000,000  for  this. 

Mr.  HORAN.  We  provided  that  in  our 
best  judgment  to  carry  out  the  practices 
for  1947. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  If  the  gentleman  re¬ 
gards  these  as  political  payments,  why 
did  he  allow  $165,000,000  to  come  out  of 
the  taxpayers’  pockets  for  something  that 
he  considers  a  political  purpose  rather 
than  a  soil-conservation  practice. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Simply  because  it  was 
pointed  out  to  us  that  the  commitments 
had  been  made. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  All  right;  but  if  politi¬ 
cal  commitments  were  made,  certainly 
the  Republican  Party  is  not  interested  in 
keeping  political  commitments.  The 
commitment  was  for  $300,000,000. 

Mr.  HORAN.  The  commitment  was 
for  what  we  estimated  the  amount  to  be 
and  we  felt  it  should  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  no  one  thinks  any  more 
of  Walt  Horan  than  I  do  or  appreciates 
the  value  of  his  services  more.  I  am  sure 
the  statement  he  has  made  here  today  is 
based  not  upon  the  knowledge  he  has  of 
his  own  business,  which  is  apple  growing, 
or  pear'  growing,  but  upon  his  ignorance 
of  the  soil-conservation  practices  for 
which  the  payments  are  made.  If  my 
good  friend,  Walt  Horan,  could  go  down 
to  the  grass  roots  and  see  the  purposes 
for  which  these  payments  are  made  and 
see  the  cost  to  the  farmer  who  gets  these 
payments  he  would  see  that  practically 
none  of  these  payments  are  not  earned. 
When  you  are  planting  nitrogen  in  our 
soil  by  cover  crops,  is  that  political?  It 
is  preserving  the  soil  in  the  best  possible 


natural  way.  It  costs  money  to  earn 
these  payments  from  the  Government. 

It  has  been  slurringly  charged  here 
that  these  are  political  payments.  Gen¬ 
tlemen,  I  assure  you  nothing  could  be 
further  from  the  truth.  If  you  want 
these  soils  preserved  and  if  you  want 
these  little  farmers  who  could  not  possi¬ 
bly  sow  an  acre  in  a  cover  crop  without 
them,  then  all  you  have  to  do  is  to  break 
your  pledged  word  to  these  farmers  who 
relied  upon  it. 

I  want  to  read  to  you  from  last  year’s 
Record  when  our  former  distinguished 
•  colleague.  Judge  Tarver,  of  Georgia,  of¬ 
fered  a  committee  amendment  unani¬ 
mously  adopted  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
Agriculture — if  my  information  be  cor¬ 
rect — for  this  $300,000,000  pledge.  It  is 
our  promissory  note.  He  said : 

Mr.  Tarver.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  presenting 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  the  question  to  which  I  made 
reference  a  few  moments  ago.  That  Is, 
whether  or  not  you  are  going  to  authorize 
for  the  crop  year  1947  program,  $300,000,000. 
I  am  presenting  It  In  language  which  Is  so 
definite  In  character  as  to  admit  of  no  mis¬ 
construction.  It  Is  the  time  now  to  decide 
whether  you  want  to  reduce  the  1947  crop- 
year  program,  not  next  year  after  the  plans 
of  the  Department  and  those  of  State  AAA 
authorities  and  the  farmers  have  already 
been  completed.  If  we  want  to  reduce  It, 
reduce  It  now  arid  reject  my  amendment  and 
offer  some  other  amendment  to  Indicate  a 
lower  figure. 

But  If  you  want  to  fix  It  definitely  and  In 
such  form  as  to  enable  the  farmers  of  the 
country  to  rely  upon  It  Impllclty  so  that  even 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  cannot  disregard 
It,  then  adopt  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  submitted  this 
amendment  to  the  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  it  is,  therefore,  offered  as  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  since  It  met  with  their 
approval, 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

So  It  is  not  now  that  you  should  act 
unless  you  mean  to  cut,  but  if  we  write 
this  pledge  for  $300,000,000,  then  we  must 
keep  it  in  the  next  appropriation  bill. 
Then  we  could  also  refuse,  if  you  want  to, 
future  payments.  So  I  am  here  in 
honesty  and  good  conscience,  never 
more  serious  in  my  life,  to  say  that  we 


have  no  moral  right  to  fail  to  pay  the 
promissory  note  we  wrote,  in  last  year's 
appropriation  bill  and  upon  which  three- 
quarters  of  the  farmers  of  this  Nation 
have  acted  in  good  faith,  and  spent  at 
least  80  percent  of  the  money  that  Uncle 
Sam  promised  them  to  improve  their 
land,  plus  their  sweat  and  blood  that 
went  in,  in  addition,  in  the  faith  they 
had  in  the  integrity  of  the  Government 
and  its  pledged  word — the  law  we  wrote 
and  made  a  statute.  So  if  you  wish  to 
reduce  such  payments  for  succeeding 
years,  then  go  ahead.  Slaughter  the 
whole  program,  if  you  wish.  That  Is 
within  your  moral  right,  but  you  have 
no  moral  right  to  fail  to  pay,  now  that 
it  has  matured,  your  promissory  note 
that  you  wrote  last  year  for  $300,000,000. 
If  you  want  to  continue  at  that  same 
level,  it  is  the  best  money  you  can  invest 
in  the  future  of  this  Nation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI 
has  expired. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chaii-man,  the 
budget  reductions  recommended  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  concerns  me  a 
great  deal.  It  should  concern  every  in¬ 
dividual  in  this  country  for  all  of  us,  par¬ 
ticularly  those  living  in  metropolitan 
and  industrial  areas,  are  entirely  de¬ 
pendent  upon  the  farmer  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  our  specialized  type  of  economy. 
We  have  only  to  look  about  us  to  the 
other  less  fortunate  nations  to  see  this 
fact.  England’s  food  situation  is  des¬ 
perate.  She,  along  with  India,  China, 
Italy,  Greece,  Germany,  and  various 
other  nations,  is  sorely  faced  with  the 
effect  of  the  population  pressure  upon 
the  land,  and  the  inability  of  their  own 
agricultural  resources  to  provide  ade¬ 
quate  sustenance  for  their  peoples. 

Our  population  has  now  reached  141,- 
000,000  and  the  population  is  continuing 
to  increase  at  a  rate  of  about  one-half 
million  people  each  year.  Our  position 
as  the  world’s  wealthiest  and  most 
powerful  nation  is,  in  a  large  measure, 
to  be  attributed  to  the  ability  of  the 
farmers  and  ranchers  of  this  country  to 
adequately  provide  food  and  fiber  in  such 
abundance  that  we  have  been  able  to 
maintain  one  of  the  world’s  highest 
standards  of  living. 

World  War  II  is  not  too  far  back  in 
our  memories  for  many  of  us  to  recall 
the  narrow  margins  by  which  we  es¬ 
caped  serious  food  shortages.  By  no 
means  is  it  so  far  back  for  all  of  us  to 
recall  the  large  quantities  of  food  pro¬ 
duced  in  this  country  for  our  allies.  Few 
of  us  realize,  however,  that  crop  yields 
per  acre  harvested  during  the  five  war 
years — 1942-46  inclusive — averaged  a 
great  deal  more  than  during  like  periods 
in  the  past.  Interesting  comparisons 
are  obtained  by  comparing  yields  dur- 
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ing  the  5  years,  1942  to  1946,  with  the 
5  years,  1929  to  1933. 

Here  are  a  few  comparisons:  Corn 
yields  increased  42  percent,  grain  sor¬ 
ghum  yields  increased  25  percent,  feed 
grain  yields  increased  33  percent,  wheat 
yields  increased  28  percent,  cotton  yields 
increased  42  percent,  and  hay  yields  in¬ 
creased  19  percent.  These  figures  are 
increases  in  yield  per  acre  harvested, 
acreage  increases  during  the  war  years 
not  withstanding.  These  and  other 
agricultural  yield  increases  account  in  no 
small  measure  for  the  difference  between 
victory  and  defeat  in  World  War  II. 
These  yield  increases  cannot  be  attrib¬ 
uted  entirely  to  good  weather  or  ideal 
production  conditions,  for  the  increases 
are  not  spectacular  wartime  increases. 
A  study  of  the  statistics  reveals  that  they 
are  a  result  of  sustained  year-by-year 
increases  in  efficient  production. 

These  gains  were  made  through  years 
of  effort  and  experience  of  good  farmers, 
through  years  of  research  and  educa¬ 
tional  services  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  our  State  colleges,  our  ex¬ 
periment  stations,  our  Extension  Service 
agencies,  and  through  our  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  programs.  These  gains  represent 
dividends  from  the  Government’s  con¬ 
tinued  investments  in  good  farming  and 
contribute  immeasurably  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  our  complex  type  of  economy. 
To  discontinue  or  to  arrest  the  continuity 
of  this  work  will  constitute  a  disservice 
not  only  to  farmers  %ut  to  our  entire 
population  of  this  and  future  generations 
by  endangering  our  continued  effort  to 
keep  agricultural  production  ahead  of 
our  population  increases. 

There  has  been  a  considerable  amount 
of  half  truths  spoken  and  written  in  re¬ 
cent  weeks  concerning  price  support  pro¬ 
grams  to  farmers  and  its  alleged  contri¬ 
bution  to  the  current  high  costs  of  liv¬ 
ing.  Actually  few  agricultural  commod¬ 
ities  are  supported  or  have  been  sup¬ 
ported  during  the  period  since  the  end  of 
the  fighting.  To  be  sure,  prices  have  in¬ 
creased  for  practically  all  commodities, 
but  such  increases  are  inevitable  during 
periods  of  prosperity.  High  incomes, 
widespread  employment,  and  high  rates 
of  production  mean  rapid  movement  of 
merchandise,  rapid  rates  of  circulation  of 
money,  increased  buying  power,  and  a 
heavy  demand  for  goods  and  services. 
But  farm  prices  have  not  increased  at  a 
disproportional  rate  compared  with  non¬ 
farm  prices. 

Let  us  consider  a  few  facts  that  are  re¬ 
vealed  in  the  recent  publication  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Prices,  a  monthly  publication  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Whole¬ 
sale  prices  doubled  between  the  1935  to 
1939  period  and  April  15,  1947.  Retail 
prices  for  food  also  doubled.  Farm 
prices,  prices  received  by  farmers,  in¬ 
creased  two  and  six-tenths  times  the 
1935-39  average  and  the  farmers’  cash 
income  from  marketing  increased  two 
and  seven-tenths  times.  The  farmers’ 
costs,  or  prices  paid,  including  interest 
and  taxes,  increased  one  and  eight- 
tenths  times  the  1935-39  average.  The 
ratio  of  prices  received  to  prices  paid,  in¬ 
cluding  interest  and  taxes,  but  excluding 
the  farmers’  labor  costs,  increased  only 
40  percent.  His  wage  bill,  as  represented 


by  the  index  of  farm-wage  rates,  in¬ 
creased  three  and  three-tenths  times  the 
1935-39  average.  Weekly  factory  earn¬ 
ings  had  merely  doubled  during  this  same 
period.  The  farmers’  income  is  Some¬ 
what  enhanced  by  a  13-percent  increase 
in  the  volume  of  farm  marketings,  but 
marketings  of  nonfarmers  has  increased 
considerably  more  than  this. 

The  farmers’  economic  position  un¬ 
doubtedly  is  better  than  in  the  1935-39 
period  and  I  am  sure  we  are  all  glad  that 
it  is.  But  has  improved  financial  posi¬ 
tion  is  partly  accounted  for  by  his  pro¬ 
duction  of  much  of  his  own  household 
food  requirements  and  because  he  can 
be  and  is  more  frugal.  But  his  apparent 
financial  condition  must  be  partly  dis¬ 
counted  by  the  fact  that  he  has  yet  to 
replace  much  of  his  farm  equipment,  the 
production  of  which  was  curtailed  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  period. 

According  to  the  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Situation  reports  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  public 
is  still  spending  about  23  percent  of  its 
more  than  doubled  annual  income  for 
foods.  Had  the  people  of  this  country 
purchased  the  same  quantities  of  foods 
in  1946  as  they  purchased  per  capita  dur¬ 
ing  the  1935-39  period,  their  expendi¬ 
tures  for  food  would  have  declined  from 
23  percent  to  17  percent  of  their  income. 
The  difference  between  17  percent  and 
23  percent,  or  6  percent  of  the  public’s 
food  bill,  I  assume,  must  be  attributed 
to  increased  quantities  of  food  pur¬ 
chased.  A  high  rate  of  employment  and 
increased  wages  has  afforded  more  peo¬ 
ple  better  diets  and  a  better  living. 

The  position  that  this  Government 
took  with  respect  to  obtaining  the  high 
wartime  production  for  nonfarm  sources 
required  huge  cash  outlays  and  a  heavy 
assumption  of  risks  for  capital  invest¬ 
ments  and  essentially  guaranteed  prof¬ 
its  to  the  wartime  producers  of  nonfarm 
items.  The  position  it  took  with  respect 
to  farm  production  essentially  was  a 
guarantee  against  sudden  price  declines 
to  protect  the  farmers’  investments,  not 
Government  investments,  in  crops  that 
took  months — in  some  cases  14  to  18 
months — to  produce  and  market.  Bear 
in  mind  the  farmers’  business  turn-over, 
at  best,  is  once  or  twice  each  year,  while 
businessmen  turn  their  stock  several 
times  each  year.  I  dare  say,  the  ap¬ 
proach  employed  to  obtain  the  agricul¬ 
tural  production  was  and  will  be  by  far 
the  more  economical.  Another  19 
months  remain  for  the  Government  to 
fulfill  its  obligations  to  the  farmers. 
We,  of  course,  must  fulfill  that  obligation. 
Any  abuses  under  the  program  should  be 
brought  to  light  and  stopped,  but  we 
should  not  seek  to  penalize  all  farmers 
simply  because  minor  abuses  may  be  pos¬ 
sible.  Nor  should  we  penalize  the  na¬ 
tional  welfare  by  the  discontinuance,  or 
retarding  of  research,  educational  and 
administrative  programs  that  have  so 
greatly  contributed  to  our  world-wide 
agricultural  leadership. 

The  Seventy-ninth  Congress  laid  the 
ground  work  for  the  enhancement  of  our 
agricultural  leadership  in  the  passage, 
by  unanimous  vote  of  both  Houses,  of  the 
Marketing  Research  Act  of  1946.  This 
act,  potentially,  is  the  greatest  positive 


piece  of  agricultural  legislation  passed  by 
the  Congress  in  many  years.  Thus  far, 
however,  it  has  been  only  a  potentiality. 
Funds  have  never  been  appropriated  so 
as  to  permit  the  Department  and  the 
State  colleges  to  proceed  to  carry  out 
the  wishes  of  the  Congress.  We  should 
not  stand  in  the  way  of  this  program  any 
longer.  The  time  will  come,  altogether 
too  soon,  when  the  results  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  needed  to  facilitate  the  effi¬ 
cient  movement  of  agricultural  produc¬ 
tion  to  the  urban  consumers.  Much  can 
be  done  to  enhance  the  value  of  our  agri¬ 
cultural  production — to  farmers  and  to 
consumers — through  the  efficient  place¬ 
ment  of  the  products  in  the  form  and  at 
the  time  and  place  people  want  and  need 
those  products.  To  delay  this  program 
further  will  tend  to  destroy  a  part  of  its 
value,  for  time  is  one  of  our  more  valu¬ 
able  assets. 

A  great  deal  of  latitude  is  possible 
and  feasible  in  the  improvement  of  our 
marketing  and  distribution  system.  Con¬ 
tinued  pursuit  of  the  solution  of  prob¬ 
lems  now  affecting  th  esystem  will  en¬ 
hance  the  value  of  our  agricultural  econ¬ 
omy  to  the  benefit  of  farmers,  dealers, 
and  consumers.  Savings  of  food  and 
fiber  and  their  byproducts,  and  increased 
efficiency  in  the  handling  of  these  com¬ 
modities  and  products  means  increased 
earnings  to  far;ners  and  businessmen, 
lower  prices  and  greater  nutrition  to  con¬ 
sumers,  and  a  greater  wealth  to  this 
country.  With  conditions  what  they  are 
in  the  world  today,  the  sooner  we  get 
started  with  this  program  the  better  it 
will  be  for  all  of  us. 

I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  appro¬ 
priation  cuts  in  the  Agriculture  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  which  would  force  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  renege  on  its  promises  to  the 
agricultural  producers.  I  believe  that 
some  savings  can  be  made,  but  I  do  not 
want  the  heart  cut  out  of  the  AAA  con¬ 
servation  program  or  any  other  vital  and 
necessary  service  just  for  the  sake  of 
reducing  the  budget.  That  is  false ' 
economy. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  statement  in  last 
year’s  bill  and  the  statement  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  to  farmers  that 
payments  upon  fertilizer  and  lime  to  be 
used  upon  that  individual  farmer’s  land 
will  be  made  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Congress  and  to  appropriations  by 
the  Congress  makes  a  contract,  then  I 
cannot  understand  English.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  I  think  it  might  be  of  inter¬ 
est  to  the  Congress  to  know  and  to  realize 
Just  for  whose  benefit  this  operation  is. 
Frankly,  I  have  never  had  a  farmer  in 
my  district — and  it  is  an  agricultural 
district — favor  this  operation  to  me.  I 
have  had  many  of  them  oppose  it  be¬ 
cause  they  do  not  believe  in  subsidies. 
But  I  found  out  the  other  afternoon,  be¬ 
yond  dispute,  just  what  is  the  source  of 
this  operation  and  the  support  for  it. 
It  is  the  fertilizer  trust  and  the  National 
Agricultural  Limestone  Association. 
Their  lobbyist,  a  fellow  by  the  name  of 
Robert  M.  Koch,  was  around  to  see  me 
the  day  before  yesterday  afternoon.  He 
had  taken  a  poll  of  some  people  in  my 
district,  and  of  Mr.  Dirksen’s  district. 
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and  of  Mr.  Plttmley’s  di^rict,  and  Mr. 
Aneersen’s  district,  to  find  out  how  the 
farmers  in  those  districts  felt.  I  sup¬ 
pose  these  post  cards  were  sent  around 
to  them  by  the  fertilizer  and  limestone 
agents.  He  brought  the  thing  in  to  indi¬ 
cate  how  strong  the  farmers  were  for  it. 
1  have  not  heard  from  a  single  one  of 
them. 

Now,  I  wonder,  are  we  passing  on  a  bill 
for  the  benefit  of  the  farmers,  or  for  the 
fertilizer  trust  and  the  limestone  trust? 
It  is  about  time  we  began  to  think  about 
what  we  are  doing. 

Clearly,  this  item  is  for  the  benefit  of 
the  fertilizer  trust  and  the  limestone 
trust,  and  we  ought  to  wake  up  and  real¬ 
ize  just  exactly  what  it  means.  Why, 
the  gentleman  went  so  far  as  to  indicate 
that  if  there  was  opposition  to  this,  they 
would  be  able  to  see  that  none  of  these 
farmers  voted  the  Republican  ticket 
again.  I  am  ready  to  meet  that  chal¬ 
lenge.  I  do  not  believe  the  farmers  in 
my  territory  are  going  to  be  run  around 
by  the  nose  by  the  fertilizer  trust  and 
.the  limestone  trust.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
Is  going  to  be  a  tool  of,  and  supine  to,  the 
fertilizer  trust  and  the  limestone  trust; 
and  I  hope  that  in  opposing  this  amend¬ 
ment  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
will  show  its  independence  of  the  fer¬ 
tilizer  trust  and  the  limestone  trust. 

Mr.  ALBKRT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 
at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope 
the  committee  will  adopt  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]. 

The  enormous  cuts  in  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  come 
as  a  shock  to  the  American  farmer  who 
is  being  called  upon  now  to  feed  the 
entire  world.  At  no  point  in  this  bill  are 
these  cuts  more  disastrous  than  in  the 
reduction  of  funds  for  the  AAA  program 
now  administered  by  the  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration.  When  ap¬ 
propriations  were  set  at  $300,000,000  for 
this  item  in  1946,  a  precedent  was  es¬ 
tablished,  and  in  good  faith  the  farmers 
have  acted  on  that  precedent.  They  de¬ 
pended  upon  it.  Many  of  them  have  en¬ 
tered  into  commitments  under  it.  Farm¬ 
ers  performed  their  part  of  the  bargain, 
and  it  is  unfair  that  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  repudiate  its  part  of  the 
program.  Unless  these  cuts  are  restored, 
this  is  going  to  mean  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  our  farmers  on  matters  that 
they  have  entered  into  in  all  good  faith. 
In  1947  the  farmers  of  Oklahoma  were 
allotted  $7,459,000  as  Oklahoma’s  share 
of  the  $300,000,000  appropriation.  Over 
70  percent  of  these  funds  have  already 
been  spent.  Increased  interest  in  con¬ 
servation  has  been  so  great  that  already 
many  countries  have  spent  all  their 
funds.  This  is  one  of  the  finest  pro¬ 
grams  ever  authorized  by  this  Congress. 
It  is  a  program  for  America.  It  is  a  pro¬ 
gram  to  build  up  our  own  country.  It  is 
a  program  for  the  conservation  of  our 
soil  upon  which  we  depend  for  all  the 


basic  necessities  of  life.  It  Is  a  demo¬ 
cratic  program  largely  carried  out  by  the 
farmers  themselves.  In  all  respects  its 
operation  has  been  thoroughly  American. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  the  committee  will 
restore  the  full  amount  of  the  budget 
estimates  for  the  PMA.  Next  to  our 
children,  our  soil  is  our  greatest  national 
asset.  Yet,  despite  this  fact,  we  find 
these  enormous  reductions  in  budget  es¬ 
timates,  both  in  our  triple-A  program 
and  in  our  program  for  school  lunches 
which  has  been  reduced  from  $75,000,000 
to  $45,000,000.  In  its  action  on  the  school 
lunch  item  in  the  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  this  Congress  has  emphatically 
expressed  its  position  with  respect  to  this 
valuable  program.  I  sincerely  trust  that 
it  will  restore  the  full  amount  of  this 
item  which,  compared  to  the  amount  of 
money  we  have  spent  to  feed  foreign 
countries,  is  almost  negligible. 

In  rescinding  all  section  32  funds,  the 
Appropriations  Committee  is  saying  in 
effect  that  although  the  advantages  of 
tariff  to  Industry  are  to  be  maintained, 
no  offset  will  be  allowed  to  the  farmer. 
This  action,  in  my  opinion,  will  mark 
the  beginning  of  an  unfortunate  prec¬ 
edent.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  will  see  fit  to  restore  this  item. 

Many  of  the  reductions  in  the  es¬ 
timates  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
contemplated  in  this  bill  relate  to  loans 
on  which  the  Government  has  made  a 
profit.  This  is  certainly  true  of  REA. 
This  program  is  not  a  gift  to  the  far¬ 
mers;  it  is  a  profitable  investment. 
Every  dollar  spent  for  this  program  is 
coming  back  to  the  Government  with 
interest.  In  many  sections  of  the  coun¬ 
try  this  program  is  in  its  infancy.  In 
many  counties  in  my  own  State  and 
district,  it  is  just  getting  started.  In 
this  bill  we  are  saying  to  farmers  in 
such  areas  that  they  are  not  entitled 
to  the  benefits  which  have  already  been 
extended  to  farmers  in  many  other  sec¬ 
tions  of  our  country.  The  farmers  are 
prosperous,  and  in  times  of  prosperity 
they  desire  to  build  up  their  farms  and 
to  enhance  their  value  for  the  future. 

Likewise,  our  farm-tenancy  loans, 
which  have  been  considered  the  highest 
form  of  risk,  have  already  proved  in 
practice  that  they  are  sound.  This  pro¬ 
gram  benefits  the  small  farmer,  the 
tenant  farmer.  It  is  a  program  which 
is  converting  many  sections  of  our  coun¬ 
try  from  that  of  farm  tenancy  to  one 
of  home  ownership.  It  takes  no  per¬ 
suasion  to  convince  anyone  that  home 
ownership  is  the  foundation  of  a  stable 
democracy. 

I  trust  that  this  House  will  not  break 
faith  with  the  American  farmer.  I 
trust  and  sincerely  hope  that  we  may 
be  able  to  restore  the  drastic  cuts  which 
have  been  made  in  the  budget  estimates 
for  agriculture  in  many  particulars. 
We  all  want  economy  but  not  false  econ¬ 
omy,  not  economy  which  will  cut  the 
heart  out  of  our  farm  program. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
wonder  if  we  cannot  agree  on  a  time  to 
limit  debate  and  whether  Members  who 
want  to  be  heard  just  want  to  extend 
their  remarks. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objec¬ 
tion? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  a 
farmer.  I  have  been  extremely  close 
to  the  agricultural  programs  since  1933, 
and  was  chairman  of  my  county  AAA 
committee  from  its  inception  until  in 
1942  I  was  made  a  member  of  the  State 
AAA  committee,  and  subsequently  chair¬ 
man  oAhe  State  committee.  During  the 
period  from  1933  to  1945  I  participated 
in  most  of  the  national  conferences 
which  developed  the  detailed  operational 
programs  provided  for  by  the  Congress. 
During  much  of  this  same  period,  I  was. 
president  of  the  association  of  vegetable 
producers  in  my  State,  and  served  for 
many  years  as  a  member  of  the  national 
fruit  and  vegetable  committee  of  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  I 
also  served  for  a  period  of  time  as  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Virginia  Peanut  Growers 
Committee. 

One  of  the  basic  policies  in  existing 
legislations  is  concerned  with  the  main¬ 
tenance  and  improvement  of  soil  fer¬ 
tility.  The  agricultural  conservation 
program  has  contributed  immeasurably 
to  the  resources  of  our  soils  and  to  the 
productivity  of  our  national  agriculture. 
In  the  appropriation  bill  last  year,  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  was  author¬ 
ized  to  develop  a  program"  of  agricultural 
conservation  for  the  current  year  to  the 
extent  of  $300,000,000,  to  be  appropriated 
by  this  Congress.  I  question  the  wisdom 
of  so  drastic  a  curtailment  as  is  proposed 
in  this  bill.  I  do  concur  in  the  belief 
that  producers  generally  are  financially 
able  to  bear  a  much  greater  proportion  of 
the  costs  of  conservation  practices  than 
they  are  now  doing.  I  believe  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  next  year  can  be  sub¬ 
stantially  reduced  without  seriously  re¬ 
tarding  the  constructive  conservation 
that  has  been  started,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  wise  to  completely  eliminate  provision 
for  sponsoring  agricultural  conservation 
in  future  years. 

I  do  not  think  we  can  classify  agricul¬ 
tural  conservation  as  a  subsidy  to  farm¬ 
ers.  The  protection,  preservation,  and 
upbuilding  of  our  soil’s  resources  is  of 
extreme  importance  from  the  standpoint 
of  national  welfare.  In  spite  of  all  our 
educational  activities  among  farmers, 
and  in  spite  of  the  tremendous  amount 
of  progress  that  has  been  made  toward 
developing  in  them  a  consciousness  of 
the  necessity  for  protecting  their  soils, 
the  time  has  not  yet  arrived  when  indi¬ 
vidual  farmers,  acting  entirely  on  their 
own  volition,  will  carry  out  conservation 
measures  which  are  so  necessary  for  the 
protecting  of  soil  fertility,  and  for  the 
assuring  to  our  Nation  agricultural  pro¬ 
ductivity  adequate  for  our  needs. 

From  my  long  association  with  our 
various  agricultural  programs  I  am  not 
convinced  that  the  present  Federal  policy 
toward  agriculture  is  the  best  policy  to 
pursue  in  the  indefinite  futuz’e.  I  have 
some  convictions  with  respect  to  chang¬ 
ing  our  approach  and  eliminating  the 
detailed  Involvment  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  into  the  production,  habits,  and 
procedures  of  individual  farmers.  I 
think  we  can  avoid  any  sem’Dlance  of 
regimentation,  and  simultaneously  pro¬ 
mote  a  sound  agriculture  in  the  best 
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interests  of  our  Nation.  I  am  planning 
to  offer  certain  suggestions  of  this  nature 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Agriculture 
committee. 

Until  we  have  improved  legislation  with 
respect  to  agriculture,  I  think  it  is  in¬ 
cumbent  upon  us  to  utilize  to  best  ad¬ 
vantage,  and  as  economically  as  possible, 
those  facilities  which  are  provided  in 
existing  legislation.  I  think  it  would  be 
unwise  for  us  to  eliminate  all  aur  em¬ 
phasis  on  soil  conservation  and  believe 
we  should  approve  this  amendment. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  four  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  supporting  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  appropriation  for  soil  con¬ 
servation  and  for  the  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration  for  the  reason 
that  for  generation  after  generation,  we 
have  been  exploiting  our  soil — the  great¬ 
est  heritage  which  God  has  given  to  us 
and  our  children;  and  only  recently  have 
we  begun  to  I’eplenish  that  soil. 

This  is  not  alone  the  responsibility  of 
the  individual  farmer,  but  it  is  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Fundamentally,  the  sta¬ 
bility  of  this  country  rests  upon  its  soil. 
When  that  soil  is  depleted  to  such  an 
extent  that  it  will  not  sustain  our  econ¬ 
omy,  then  we  must  go  the  way  of  the 
great  nations  of  the  past  who  neglected 
that  great  heritage  and  went  into  decay. 

To  deny  these  funds  now,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  would  be  one  of  the  greatest  mistakes 
in  judgment  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  could  make.  We  are  just 
beginning — the  real  surface  of  soil  con¬ 
servation  has  only  been  scratched.  I 
think  now,  especially,  when  we  are  head¬ 
ing  into  a  new  period  of  world  recovery 
when  not  only  the  fate  of  our  own  Nation 
but  the  fate  of  the  world  is  tied  up  in 
whether  or  not  the  people  of  the  world 
have  plenty  to  eat  and  plenty  to  wear,  it 
would  be  particularly  tragic  if  we,  the 
Congress,  should  recoil  from  our  responsi¬ 
bility  and  affect  a  penny-wise,  pound- 
foolish  economy. 

It  is  needless  for  me  to  stand  here  and 
argue  to  the  Congress  the  merits  of  soil 
conservation.  It  would  be  childish  in¬ 
deed,  because  the  benefits  are  well  rec¬ 
ognized,  and  the  fruits  of  the  program 
speak  for  themselves. 

So  I  shall  not  take  any  more  of  your 
time,  but  my  vote  is  for  an  increase  in 
the  appropriation. 

(Mr.  TRIMBLE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  regrettable  that 
so  much  politics  has  been  injected  into 
the  nonpolitical  subject  of  an  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill.  The  Nation 
cannot  survive  without  food  and  fiber. 
This  food  and  fiber  are  and  must  be 
produced  by  agriculture.  Yet  it  is  ap¬ 
parent  that  there  are  those  among  us 
who  are  more  interested  in  making  this 
a  political  bill  than  they  are  in  the  well¬ 
being  of  and  production  on  the  part  of 
the  farmer  and  economy  on  the  part  of 
government. 

Everybody  concedes  that  during  the 
last  political  campaign  the  Republican 
Party  promised  elimination  of  all  pos¬ 


sible  waste  and  pledged  itself  to  the 
strictest  economy  in  the  operation  of 
government,  including  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  In  keeping  with  this 
pledge,  every  item  in  the  President’s 
budget  has  been  carefully  scrutinized 
by  a  diligent  subcommittee  on  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriations.  Weeks  have  been 
consumed  in  this  study.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  has  been  required  to  justify  every 
request  made  in  its  budget.  This  has 
been  an  interminable  job  on  the  part  of 
the  committee.  Be  it  remembered  that 
the  testimony  in  the  hearings  before 
this  subcommittee  was  taken  down  in 
shorthand  and  is  before  us  today  for 
consideration.  These  printed  hearings 
have  been  available  for  study  by  mem¬ 
bers  generally.  The  volume  consists  of 
printed  pages  and  is  mute  evidence  not 
only  of  the  painstaking  care  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  but  also  is  proof  that  the  cuts 
made  in  this  bill  are  justified. 

Yes,  these  printed  hearings  prove  con¬ 
clusively  that  cuts  were  not  made  with  a 
meat  ax,  as  alleged  by  some  of  the  speak¬ 
ers.  The  whole  Department,  and  all  of 
the  activities  in  the  name  of  agriculture 
carried  on  by  the  Department,  have  been 
laid  on  the  operating  table  and  the  parts 
of  the  organization  unnecessary  to  efid- 
cient  functioning  have  been  eliminated. 
A  reading  of  these  hearings  is  conclusive 
proof  that  the  delicate  knife  of  the  siur- 
geon  has  been  used;  that  there  has  been 
no  meat- ax  operation,  and  that  only  non- 
essential  expenditures  have  been  elim¬ 
inated. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  a  difference  be¬ 
tween  essential  things  and  desirable 
things.  With  a  national  debt  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $260,000,000,000  we  must  take 
stock  of  our  resources  and  our  ability  to 
pay.  We  can  all  think  of  improvements 
in  our  homes  and  of  desirable  changes 
possible,  but  none  of  us  would  think  of 
making  these  changes  if  in  doing  so  we 
were  marching  directly  toward  bank¬ 
ruptcy.  Our  country  must  be  kept  sol¬ 
vent.  There  is  a  limit  to  the  amount  of 
money  the  taxpayer  can  contribute  to 
government,  and  the  people  are  demand¬ 
ing  that  the  Congress  recognize  thi»  fact, 
cut  expenditures,  balance  the  budget, 
provide  for  the  payment  of  the  national 
debt  and  proceed  from  here  on  out  on  a 
sound  fiscal  basis.  Now  this  cannot  be 
accomplished  without  more  economy  in 
government,  and  there  is  only  one  way  to 
bring  about  this  economy  and  that  is  by 
cutting  and  reducing  every  penny  of  out¬ 
go  that  is  not  absolutely  essential  at  the 
moment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  have  told  the  House 
so  many  times,  I  represent  one  of  the 
most  productive  agricultural  districts  in 
the  country.  Our  activities  on  the  farm 
are  varied  and  there  are  few  provisions 
in  this  appropriation  bill  that  do  not 
have  a  direct  bearing  on  some  part  of 
agriculture  within  my  district.  Conse¬ 
quently  I  am  vitally  and  earnestly  inter¬ 
ested.  I  want  to  do  the  right  thing  for 
my  district.  I  realize,  however,  that  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  and  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  several  congressional  dis¬ 
tricts  are  dependent  upon  the  national 
economy,  and  that  it  takes  prosperity  in 
all  of  the  districts  to  make  national  pros¬ 
perity,  There  are  some  cuts  in  this  bill 


which  do  affect  my  farmers  more  than 
farmers  in  some  other  districts.  Nat¬ 
urally  these  constituents  do  not  want 
these  cuts  and  have  so  advised  me.  How¬ 
ever,  I  have  faith  in  them,  and  when 
they  consider  the  national  picture  I  feel 
sure  they  will  not  ask  for  favors  in  their 
particular  cases.  The  real  trouble  in 
bringing  about  economy  in  government 
is  that,  while  each  group  and  most  indi¬ 
viduals  favor  economy,  yet  all  want  the 
economy  applied  to  the  other  fellow. 

In  popular  vernacular  it  is  not  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  “let  George  do  it.”  but  it  is  a 
question  of  “do  it,  but  let  George  pay  for 
it.”  It  is  just  too  bad  that  the  honest, 
sincere,  and  conscientious  effort  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  to  keep  faith 
with  the  people  and  weed  out  wasteful 
and  unnecessary  expenditures  is  being 
made  a  political  football.  I  feel  sure  that 
no  one  will  accuse  me  of  being  offensively 
partisan  in  the  consideration  of  any  leg¬ 
islation.  It  is  true  that  the  Republicans, 
preceding  the  last  election,  did  promise 
to  reduce  the  number  of  Federal  em¬ 
ployees  and  to  bring  more  economy  to 
the  Government.  I  thought  that  in  this 
effort  the  cooperation  of  the  Democrats 
could  rightfully  be  expected.  Appar¬ 
ently  I  guessed  wrong,  because  up  to  this 
good  hour,  while  this  appropriation  bill 
^is  being  read  for  amendment,  there  has 
been  a  solid  Democratic  vote  against 
practically  every  cut  proposed  by  the  ma¬ 
jority.  Yes;  most  of  the  Republicans 
have  voted  for  the  cuts,  yet  partisanship 
has  not  so  unanimously  prevailed.  There 
has  not  been  a  vote  on  an  amendment 
where  the  Republicans  voted  on  strict 
party  lines.  Indeed,  the  well-being  of 
agriculture  is  not  and  should  not  depend 
entirely  on  the  edict  or  strategy  of  any 
political  party  organization. 

If  a  Member  is  convinced  that  a  re¬ 
duction  is  not  justified  and  will  injure 
rather  than  help  the  country,  then  he 
is  doing  wrong  if  he  does  not  vote  ac¬ 
cordingly.  On  the  other  hand,  if  he 
responds  to  a  crack  of  a  political  party 
whip,  for  political  purposes  only,  then 
he  is  doing  his  country  a  disservice. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  given  careful 
attention  to  the  printed  committee  re¬ 
port.  I  have  gone  through  the  bill.  I 
regret  that  in  my  opinion  the  safety  of 
our  country  requires  the  elimination  of 
some  worthy  activities  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  for  the  time  being;  that  is, 
I  favor  doing  some  of  the  things  sug¬ 
gested  in  the  President’s  budget  but, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  this  is  not  the  time.  I 
know,  as  we  all  know,  that  when  this 
bill  goes  to  the  Senate  additional  sums 
will  be  added,  and  that  the  final  Agri¬ 
culture  appropriation  bill  will  be  a  com¬ 
promise  between  the  views  of  the  two 
Houses. 

In  voting  for  this  measm'e,  I  am  giving 
due  consideration  to  the  studied  conclu¬ 
sions  of  the  committee  reporting  the 
bill,  which  knows  more  about  the  details 
than  the  rest  of  the  House  can  hope  to 
know  in  the  time  which  can  be  given  for 
consideration. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  beseech  the  Mem¬ 
bers  to  forget  the  center  aisle  which  di¬ 
vides  our  seats  politically?  Let  us  think 
entirely  of  our  responsibility  to  agricul¬ 
ture  and  the  country  at  large  rather  than 
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campaign  issues  in  the  1943  election. 
Political  strategy  is  all  right  in  its  place, 
but  it  is  entirely  out  of  place  when  deal¬ 
ing  with  a  nonpartisan  question  upon 
which  the  very  existence  of  the  Republic 
rests. 

(Mr.  MICHENER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

(Mr.  WOLVERTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  and  include  a  resolution.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  to  see  if  we  can  agree  to  a 
limitation  of  debate  on  this  section. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  all  debate  on  this  section  and 
all  amendments  thereto  close  in  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  have  not 
spoken  on  the  bill  yet.  Unless  I  can  get 
5  minutes  I  will  object. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
membership  should  realize  that  if  every¬ 
body  is  going  to  be  recognized  on  every 
amendment  we  are  going  to  be  here  for 
a  long,  long  time. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  What  is  wrong  about 
giving  the  farmers  a  break? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  sounds  inter¬ 
esting,  of  course. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate 
on  this  section  of  the  bill  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  40  minutes,  the 
last  15  to  be  reserved  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  CANNON,  lliat  is  perfectly 
agreeable,  with  15  minutes  reserved  to 
the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  In  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misunderstanding  the  Chair 
will  read  the  names  of  those  sedcing 
recognition  at  the  time  the  motion  pre¬ 
vailed:  Messrs.  Anderson  of  California, 
PoAGE,  Brooks,  Wood,  Allen  of  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Pace,  Case  of  South  Dakota,  Whit- 
ungton,  and  15  minutes  for  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case]  is  recognized. 

A  MATTER  OF  HONOR 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  whatever  I  shall  say  is  not 
prompted  by  the  Fertilizer  Trust  or  the 
Limestone  Trust.  I  do  not  think  either 
of  them  operate  in  my  congressional  dist- 
trict  or  in  South  Dakota  to  any  extent. 
What  I  shall  say  goes  to  the  question  of 
the  moral  obligation  of  this  Congress. 

In  passing,  however,  in  order  that  the 
country  may  know  that  the  ranchers  in 
my  district  earn  toeir  payments  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  great  bulk  of  these  pay¬ 
ments  go  for  building  stock-water  dams. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  year  I  was  first 
elected  to  Congress  was  1936,  one  of  the 
tough  drought  years  in  the  northern 
Great  Plains.  In  1934,  and  again  in  1936, 
I  campaigned  on  the  slogan  “A  dam,  an 
irrigated  garden,  and  some  trees  on  every 
farm  in  western  South  Dakota.”  When 
elected,  I  pursued  every  honorable  course 
to  make  that  goal  come  true. 

,  I  proposed  the  use,  of  the  old  resettle¬ 
ment  grants  to  encourage  water  conser¬ 
vation.  I  supported  the  Water  Facilities 


Act.  I  wrote  the  bill  which  was  called 
the  Case- Wheeler  Act,  or,  more  officially, 
the  Water  Conservation  and  Utility  Act, 
to  get  double  duty  from  relief  dollars. 
I  urged  that  the  old  triple  A  program 
place  its  emphasis  upon  actual  water- 
conservation  practices.  I  supported  at 
every  opportunity  the  building  of  stock - 
water  dams  as  the  logical  conservation 
practice  for  these  payments  in  my  dis¬ 
trict. 

And  I  have  seen  a  transformation  in 
the  water  resources  on  the  ranches  in  my 
congressional  district  in  the  last  7  years. 

In  1940,  in  my  district  alone,  8,040 
dams  were  built  on  7,746  farms  or 
ranches.  In  1941,  there  were  6,247  dams 
built  on  6,101  farms.  The  program  slack¬ 
ened  a  bit  during  the  war  because  of  labor 
and  machinery  problems,  naturally,  but 
still  progress  was  made.  And  in  1946,  the 
first  postwar  year,  7,788  dams  were  built 
on  5,831  South  Dakota  farms,  of  which 
5,565  dams  were  on  4,178  farms  in  my 
congressional  district. 

Since  the  inception  of  the  program  in 
1937,  the  first  year  I  was  a  member  of 
Congress,  through  1946 — 10  years — thei'e 
have  been  constructed  a  total  of  57,812 
dams  on  51,147  farms  in  South  Dakota, 
70  percent  of  which  are  in  the  western 
half  of  the  State,  the  so-called  short- 
grass  country.  The  dirt  moved  in  build¬ 
ing  these  dams  totaled  76,184,754  cubic 
yards. 

Along  with  this  dam-building  program 
went  tree  planting,  rotation  grazing,  and 
contour  stripping.  I  mention  these 
things,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  dispel  once  and 
for  all  any  idea  that  in  my  district  the 
fertilizer  trust  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  program,  or  that  any  such  trust  has 
anything  to  do  with  my  attitude  in  this 
matter. 

The  people  in  my  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  work  for  these  conservation  pay¬ 
ments  and  these  exist  to  show  what  they 
have  done. 

I  will,  of  course,  agree  with  anyone 
who  says  that  good  as  any  program  may 
be,  there  may  come  a  time  when  you 
cannot  afford  to  put  out  the  cash  for 
it.  If  the  time  has  come  to  say  that  we 
will  not  authorize  a  conservation-pay¬ 
ment  program  for  next  crop  year;  that  is 
one  thing,  and  the  sound-thinking  people 
of  my  district  will  not  complain  if  that 
is  the  situation.  I  have  never  seen  the 
time,  however,  Mr.  Chairman,  when  it 
was  desirable  to  welch  upon  an  obliga¬ 
tion,  either  individually  or  nationally. 
And  it  is  to  that  point  I  now  address 
myself. 

A  year  ago  when  this  matter  was  be¬ 
fore  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
gentleman  who  was  then  in  charge  of  the 
bill,  Mr.  Tarver,  of  Georgia,  specifically 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  language  in  the  bill  which  proposed 
to  put  a  ceiling  upon  the  amount  of  these 
practices  for  which  1947  contracts  might 
be  entered  into  with  the  farmers.  He 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  that  was 
a  ceiling  of  $300,000,000.  After  directing 
attention  to  it  he  then  offered  an  amend¬ 
ment  and  advised  the  House  he  was  doing 
It  so  that  it  would  in  effect  make  the 
celling  also  a  floor  and  permit  the  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Etepartment  to  enter 
Into  contracts  with  the  farmers  on  the 
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basis  of  conservation  practices  amount¬ 
ing  to  $300,000,000. 

The  amendment  specifically  changed 
the  language  in  the  proviso  of  the  bill 
with  that  avowed  intent. 

Mr.  Tarver  had  called  attention  to 
what  he  proposed  to  do  in  advance  of 
offering  the  amendment  and  then  when 
he  offered  it  did  so  in  these  words: 

I  quote  from  the  Congressional  Record 
for  March  8, 1946,  page  2081 : 

Mr.  Tarver.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  presenting 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  the  question  to  which  I  made  refer¬ 
ence  a  few  moments  ago.  That  is,  whether 
or  not  you  are  going  to  authorize  for  the  crop 
year  1947  program  $300,000,000.  I  am  pre¬ 
senting  it  in  language  which  is  so  definite 
in  character  as  to  admit  of  no  misconstruc¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  time  now  to  decide  whether 
you  want  to  reduce  the  1947  crop-year  pro¬ 
gram,  not  next  year  after  the  plans  of  the 
Department  and  those  of  State  AAA  authori¬ 
ties  and  the  farmers  have  already  been  com¬ 
pleted.  If  we  want  to  reduce  it,  reduce  it 
now  and  reject  my  amendment  and  offer  some 
other  amendment  to  Indicate  a  lower  figure. 

But  if  you  want  to  fix  it  definitely  and  in 
such  form  as  to  enable  the  farmers  of  the 
country  to  rely  upon  It  implicitly  so  that  even 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  cannot  disregard 
it,  then  adopt  the  amendment  which  I  have 
offered. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  submitted  this 
amendment  to  the  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  and  it  is,  therefore,  offered  as  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  since  it  met  with  their 
approval. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  PoAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield? 

Mr.  Tarver.  1  yield. 

Mr.  Poage.  I  wish  to  see  if  I  thoroughly 
understand  the  amendment.  The  bill  as  now 
written  puts  on  a  ceiling  of  $300,000,000  for 
next  year. 

Mr.  Tarver.  Exactly! 

Mr.  Poage.  As  I  understand  it,  if  we  adopt 
the  gentleman’s  amendment,  we  have  In  effect 
approved  $300,000,000  for  next  year  without 
either  putting  it  up  or  down;  in  other  words, 
it  is  a  kind  of  floor  as  well  as  ceiling. 

Mr.  Tarver.  That  is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division 
(demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes 
62,  noes  19. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  will  be  noted  that 
this  issue  was  raised  as  specifically  as 
the  English  language  could  raise  it.  The 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage  1 
asked : 

As  I  understand  it.  If  we  adopt  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  we  have  in  effect  approved 
$300,000,000  for  next  year  without  either  put¬ 
ting  It  up  or  down;  in  other  v/ords.  It  is  a 
kind  of  a  floor  as  well  as  a  celling. 

Mr.  Tarver,  That  is  correct. 

Immediately  thereafter  the  chairman 
put  the  question  and  the  amendment 
was  adopted.  The,  record  is  clear. 

The  representatives  of  the  Department 
were  entitled  to  lay  out  the  program  in 
the  various  States  upon  the  basis  of  a 
$300,000,000' program  for  this  crop  year 
of  1947,  and  they  did  so. 

Now,  there  may  be  some  Members  who 
can  salve  their  conscience  by  saying 
somewhere,  in  fine  print,  upon  the  con¬ 
tract  submitted  to  the  farmer — there  is 
some  suggestion  this  thing  might  be 
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changed  by  a  subsequent  appropriation 
of  Congress — but  my  conscience  permits 
no  such  evasion. 

Under  the  language  of  the  record  as 
printed  in  the  Congressional  Record  of 
March  8,  1946,  I  cannot  go  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  and  ranchers  in  my  district  who  have 
engaged  in  contracts  for  the  building  of 
dams  and  who  are  now  told,  many  of 
them,  that  under  the  cut  proposed  they 
will  have  to  refund  the  money  already 
received  and  paid  for  contracts  for  the 


building  of  dams  into  which  they  have 
already  entered,  and  qualify  the  promise 
that  was  made  by  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
propose  to  do  so. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment,  as  a  matter  of  honor  as  I  inter¬ 
pret  the  record. 

(Under  permission  subsequently 
granted  by  the  House,  Mr.  Case  of  South 
Dakota  appended  the  following  table 
to  his  remarks:) 

1940-47 


Dams  and  reservoirs, 


[Dirt  in  thousands  of  cubic  yards] 


County 

1940 

1941 

1942 

1943 

1944 

1945 

112.0 

86.9 

16.3 

.  8.1 

5.6 

1.3 

471.2 

63.3 

303.4 

313.6 

300.5 

523.6 

275.7 

283.6 

78.8 

62.7 

41.7 

146.7 

221.4 

167.9 

141.0 

127.4 

135.2 

269.6 

418.4 

'  470. 0 

161.4 

181.7 

191.8 

233.2 

609. 1 

641.9 

367.  3 

239.9 

307.  5 

415.8 

247.7 

188.4 

260.7 

155.7 

151.3 

189.8 

633.5 

509.6 

415.3 

325.2 

440.6 

.580.  8 

607.4 

435.  9 

255.6 

165. 4 

169.9 

198.3 

200.8 

177.7 

203.8 

139.1 

131.3 

240.2 

104.4 

411.1 

153.1 

332.  4 

360.8 

701.0 

30.3 

11.7 

20.5 

18.1 

45.8 

61.0 

617.6 

424.1 

307.9 

266. 1 

417.7 

422.5 

862.1 

865.  6 

517.8 

454.7 

499.3 

837.9 

408.1 

359.4 

263.2 

264.5 

207.1 

436.3 

538.1 

547.4 

292.4 

359.7 

344.4 

610.1 

353.6 

447.4 

211.0 

205. 1 

124.8 

325.0 

128.4 

127.5 

25.7 

24.0 

7.8 

19.2 

294.1 

375.4 

283.2 

230.2 

318.6 

356.  4 

Todd  "  . 

161.4 

123.8 

21.8 

32.4 

25.9 

73.2 

Tripp  . 

249.9 

252.4 

247.2 

230.0 

160.4 

343.6 

163.1 

80.8 

24.8 

26.7 

17.1 

36.9 

Ziebach . 

612.3 

516.5 

306.0 

337.6 

233.1 

227.2 

8,320.6 

7,  558.  3 

4,878.2 

4,  500.3 

4, 698.  2 

7,  249.  6 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
POAGEl. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  hesi¬ 
tant  as  I  am  to  take  the  time  of  this 
House  to  again  read  the  record  to  which 
reference  has  been  frequently  made,  I 
cannot  fail  to  ask  each  Member  to  read 
once  more  pages  2080  and  2081  of  the 
Record  of  March  8,  1946.  That  is  the 
record  of  this  House  when  it  considered 
this  bill  last  year.  A  part  of  that  record 
reads: 

Mr.  Tarver.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

“Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Tarver;  on  page  48,  lines  21  to  23,  strike 
out  all  the  language  within  the  parentheses 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
■amounting  to  $300,000,000,  including  ad-, 
ministration.’  ’’ 

Mr.  Tarver.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  present¬ 
ing  for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  the  question  to  which  I  made 
reference  a  few  moments  ago.  That  is, 
whether  or  not  you  are  going  to  authorize 
for  the  crop  year  1947  program,  $300,000,000. 
I  am  presenting  it  in  language  which  is  so 
definite  in  character  as  to  admit  of  no  mis¬ 
construction.  It  is  the  time  now  to  decide 
whether  you  want  to  reduce  the  1947  crop- 
year  program,  not  next  year  after  the  plans 
of  the  Department  and  those  of  State  AAA 
authorities  and  the  farmers  have  already 
been  completed.  If  we  want  to  reduce  it,  re¬ 
duce  it  now  and  reject  my  amendment  and 
offer  some  other  amendment  to  indicate  a 
lower  figure. 

But  if  you  want  to  fix  it  definitely  and  in 
such  form  as  to  enable  the  farmers  of  the 
country  to  rely  upon  it  implicitly  so  that 
even  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  cannot  dis¬ 
regard  it,  then  adopt  the  amendment  which 
I  have  offered. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  submitted  this 
amendment  to  the  members  of  the  subcom¬ 


mittee  and  it  is,  therefore,  offered  as  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  since  it  met  with  their 
approval. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  PoAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield? 

Mr.  Tarver.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PoAGE.  I  wish  to  see  if  I  thoroughly 
understand  the  amendment. 

The  bill  as  now  written  puts  on  a  celling 
of  $300,000,000  for  next  year. 

Mr.  Tarver.  Exactly. 

Mr.  POAGE.  As  I  understand  it,  if  we  adopt 
the  gentleman’s  amendment,  we  have  in  effect 
approved  $300,000,000  for  next  year  without 
either  putting  it  up  or  down;  in  other  words, 
it  is  a  kind  of  floor  as  well  as  celling. 

Mr.  Tarver.  That  is  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division 
(demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes 
62,  noes  19. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

There  may  be  Members  who  feel  that 
they  can  escape  responsibility  for  this 
commitment  by  citing  the  fact  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  has  always 
shown  a  suspicion  of  the  promises  of 
Congress  and  has  put  some  fine-print 
provisions  in  most  of  the  conservation 
contracts  with  farmers  advising  that  the 
payments  were  contingent  on  congres¬ 
sional  appropriations.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  feel  that  I  can  break  my 
promise  on  such  a  flimsy  pretense.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Congress  has  given 
its  solemn  promise  that  the  farmers 
would  have  $300,000,000  for  soil-conser¬ 
vation  payments  during  the  crop  year  of 
1947.  The  farmer  could  well  understand 
the  warning  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  still  rely  implicitly  on  the 
direct  promise  of  the  Congress  itself. 
You  and  I  made  that  promise.  I  am  go¬ 


ing  to  try  to  keep  my  promise.  I  wish 
that  all  of  my  colleagues  on  the  majority 
side  would  join  with  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Agriculture  Committee 
and  some  8  or  10  other  Members  who 
evidently  respect  their  promise  even  in 
the  face  of  party  pressure.  No  one  can 
read  the  record  and  seriously  deny  that 
this  House  did  promise  the  farmers  of 
America  that  they  would  have  $300,000,- 
000  for  soil-conservation  practices  during 
the  crop  year  of  1947. 

We  told  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
that  they  should  work  on  a  program  of 
$300,000,000 — not  more  and  not  less,  but 
exactly  $300,000,000.  They  have  worked 
on  that  kind  of  a  program  and  they  have 
made  promises  to  the  States  on  that 
basis.  The  law  required  the  allocations 
to  be  on  the  basis  of  $300,000,000.  The 
money  has  been  promised  to  the  counties 
on  that  basis.  The  law  we  passed  so 
required  it. 

So  that  those  of  you  who  do  not  under¬ 
stand  this  may  know  just  how  it  works, 
I  will  give  you  an  illustration  from  down 
in  Texas,  and  it  works  the  same  way  in 
every  State.  The  $300,000,000  is  first  al¬ 
located  to  each  of  the  several  States. 
Then  the  State  divides  their  allocation 
between  the  counties. 

As  an  example,  in  Bell  County,  Tex., 
the  county  was  allocated  $129,200,  to 
carry  out  the  1947  agricultural  conserva¬ 
tion  program.  Of  this  amount  $110,656 
had  been  obligated  prior  to  May  24, 1947. 
Sixty- eight  thousand  three  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  has  already  been  earned.  That  is 
the  farmers  of  Bell  County  have  already 
done  work  which  entitles  them  to  more 
than  this  bill  will  pay. 

In  McLennan  County,  Tex.,  $140,600 
was  allocated  for  the  1947  crop  year,  and 
of  this  amount  $110,589  had  already  been 
earned  on  May  23.  That  means  that 
if  we  break  faith  with  these  farmers  and 
give  them  only  the  half  of  what  we  prom¬ 
ised,  which  the  committee  proposes,  it 
will  not  only  be  impossible  to  pay  for  the 
work  that  has  been  done  but,  in  addition, 
those  farmers  are  going  to  have  to  refund 
to  the  United  States  Government  at  least 
$30,000  that  they  had  every  right  to  be¬ 
lieve  was  theirs.  Nor  will  it  be  possible 
for  any  of  the  farmers  of  McLennan 
County  who  recently  signed  up  to  receive 
any  payment  at  all  for  the  practices 
which  he  carries  out. 

This  means  that  the  United  States 
Government,  instead  of  carrying  out  its 
promise  to  the  farmers,  is  going  to  find 
itself  in  the  position  of  an  Indian  giver, 
going  around  and  taking  from  the  farm¬ 
ers  what  it  solemnly  promised. 

The  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  has  suggested  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  simply  for  the  benefit  of  the  sell¬ 
ers  of  limestone  and  of  fertilizer.  I  feel 
that  this  is  a  very  unfair  and  unfound¬ 
ed  charge.  No  processor  of  fertilizer 
gets  a  dime  out  of  the  construction  of  a 
terrace.  No  producer  of  limestone 
makes  any  profit  from  the  construction 
of  a  tank  or  stock  pond.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  this  charge  simply  could  not  be 
true  in  my  section  of  the  country,  and 
I  believe  my  section  has  done  just  about 
as  much  as  any  section  in  the  way  of 
soil  conservation.  As  far  as  I  know, 
there  is  not  a  ton  of  limestone  sold  in 
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my  district.  Probably  there  should  be, 
but  our  people  feel  that  it  is  even  more 
important  to  keep  the  soil  where  it  is — 
to  keep  it  from  washing  away.  We  use 
very  little  fertilizer.  We  should  use 
more,  but  first  we  feel  we  must  stop  our 
soil  from  washing  away.  Maybe,  when 
we  have  stabilized  our  soil,  we  will  find 
ourselves  using  more  limestone  and  fer¬ 
tilizer,  but  certainly  for  the  crop  year 
of  1947  the  charges  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  are  unfair  and  im¬ 
possible. 

Nor  can  I  salve  my  conscience,  as  the 
gentleman  from  California  does,  by  say¬ 
ing  that  it  will  be  all  right  to  break  our 
promise  because  the  farmers  of  Califor¬ 
nia  are  rich.  Unfortunately,  my  farmers 
are  not  rich.  Unfortunately,  even  with 
present  prices  my  farmers  are  making- 
less  than  most  factory  workers.  But  if 
every  farmer  were  as  rich  as  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  boasts  his  farmers 
are,  it  would  not,  as  I  see  it,  be  any  ex¬ 
cuse  for  welching  on  our  promise.  If  I 
sign  a  note,  I  try  to  pay  it  even  if  it  falls 
into  the  hands  of  the  richest  man  in 
Texas.  I  would  hate  to  think  that  my 
Government  was  not  as  scrupulous  in 
keeping  its  promises  as  I  feel  private  citi¬ 
zens  should  be. 

I  have  had  no  opportunity  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  these  payments.  I  feel  that 
these  payments  have  resulted  in  a  real 
recognition  of  the  importance  of  soil 
conservation.  I  feel  that  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  more  vital  to  the  long-time  welfare 
of  our  entire  country  than  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  our  soil.  I  feel  that  it  is  clear 
that  these  expenditures  are  of  tremen¬ 
dous  benefit  to  our  country.  I  think  the 
bill  should  not  only  include  $300,000,000 
for  the  1947  crop  year,  but  it  should  also 
provide  for  a  continuation  of  this  worth¬ 
while  program.  However,  I  cannot  but 
fear  that  a  committee  or  a  party  that 
will  repudiate  a  solemn  promise  for  1947 
can  hardly  be  expected  to  give  consider¬ 
ation  to  the  needs  of  the  future.  There¬ 
fore,  while  I  feel  that  this  amendment 
should  go  further  and  make  provision 
for  a  program  for  1948,  I  shall  enthu¬ 
siastically  support  the  amendment  as  be¬ 
ing  the  very  minimum  that  this  Congress 
can  do  if  it  has  any  regard  for  the  com¬ 
mitments  of  our  Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  follow  through  a  bit  on  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  and  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  have  said.  I  think 
It  is  tragic  to  break  faith  with  a  large 
group  of  the  population  of  the  country. 
It  is  especially  tragic  to  break  faith  with 
the  farmers,  and  that  is  what  I  think 
they  are  doing.  But  just  as  important, 
in  my  opinion,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  re¬ 
sult  to  the  country  and  to  the  world  gen¬ 
erally  of  this  breaking  faith  with  those 
who  till  the  soil.  I  have  already  heard 
from  one  farmer  in  my  district  who  is 
disturbed  about  commitments  that  he 
has  already  made.  He  was  out  in  the 
field  working.  He  was  out  in  the  field 
plowing,  seeking  to  produce  the  food  and 
the  fiber  that  this  world  needs  so  badly 
at  the  present  time.  He  was  out  there 


as  he  should  have  been,  and  as  millions 
of  other  farmers  are  today,  working  and 
producing.  Word  came  to  this  farmer 
from  Washington  that  there  is  a  great 
disturbance  in  the  farm  program;  that 
there  is  a  great  change  going  on  up  here 
in  the  plans  that  he  thought  he  could 
rely  upon  in  his  planting  season.  He  is 
disturbed  mentally.  He  is  disturbed 
financially,  and  the  result  upon  his  activ¬ 
ity  and  his  production  in  this  country 
is  going  to  be  immediate.  The  country 
is  going  to  suffer  from  this  change  and 
from  this  breaking  faith  by  the  Congress 
with  the  farmers  of  the  Nation.  We  are 
going  to  have  less  food  at  a  time  when 
the  world  critically  needs  food.  We  are 
going  to  have  less  fiber  at  a  time  when 
the  world  is  half  clothed  as  a  result  of 
the  greatest  war  in  all  history.  And  I 
say  that  perhaps  above  and  beyond  our 
breaking  faith  with  the  farmers  in  pass¬ 
ing  this  amendment  is  the  tragic  result- 
upon  the  production  in  this  country  and 
its  effect  upon  the  world  as  ■a  whole.  It 
is  incalculable.  I  am  truly  sorry  to  see 
this  provision  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  al¬ 
though  I  intended  speaking  on  this  bill 
later  during  the  discussion,  I  cannot  re¬ 
frain  from  voicing  my  protest  at  the  ef¬ 
fort  of  the  committee  to  force  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  invalidate  binding  contracts  en¬ 
tered  into  between  the  United  States 
Government  and  farmers  all  over  Amer¬ 
ica.  The  sum  of  $300,000,000  was  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress 
on  March  8,  1946  to  be  expended  during 
the  crop  year  1947,  under  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  program.  Unless  we  live  up 
to  our  contract  the  American  farmer  will 
lose  all  faith  in  his  Government,  and 
rightly  so.  This  program  has  meant 
much  to  the  South  and  the  West.  It 
has  been  a  good  investment  in  from  the 
standpoint  of  improving  the  soil.  It  has 
provided  the  needed  incentive  to  cause 
the  general  upbuilding  and  improving  of 
our  soil.  It  is  the  only  forward  step  our 
Government  has  ever  taken  toward  this 
end.  No  one  can  deny  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  successful  and  I  say,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  this  fact,  coupled  with 
the  legal  and  moral  obligation  made  by 
the  last  Congress  makes  it  mandatoi^ 
that  we  adopt  this  amendment  to  carry 
on  this  vital  program.  I  strongly  de¬ 
nounce  this  entire  bill  and  the  political 
party  who  sponsors  it.  It  is  too  much 
to  hope  for  when  we  peiinit  ourselves 
ever  to  believe  that  the  Republican 
Party  will  sponsor  any  legislation  favor¬ 
able  to  the  farmer.  History  reveals  that 
they  never  have.  In  this  matter  now 
under  discussion  a  sense  of  honesty  and 
fair  dealing  demands  favorable  action  on 
the  amendment  restoring  this  ill-advised 
cut.  When  we  do  this  we  can  face  the 
farmer  and  feel  free  from  the  guilt  which 
will  be  ours  if  this  amendment  Is  lost. 
Let  us  not  make  the  farmer  the  goat  of 
partisian  politics.  Give  him  his  just 


dues.  God  knows  he  is  entitled  to  it  if 
any  group  in  America  is. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog* 
nlzes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  I  Mi-. 
Wood]. 

Mr.  WOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  al¬ 
ways  been  my  thought  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  should  move  cau¬ 
tiously  on  the  question  of  the  subsidiza¬ 
tion  of  any  industry,  but  in  the  event 
that  such  subsidization  is  ever  justified 
by  the  Congress  it  is  my  thought  that 
the  most  deserving  group  in  America  is 
that  group  of  men  engaged  in  agricul¬ 
ture.  I  was  in  my  home  town  last  week 
end,  at  which  time  I  was  visited  by  a 
group  of  farmers,  headed  by  the  local 
chairman  of  the  county  organization. 
They  presented  me  with  figures  to  show 
that  the  farmers  in  that  county,  under 
the  program  that  this  Congress  guaran¬ 
teed  to  the  American  farmers  last  year 
on  the  8th  day  of  March,  in  the  language 
that  has  been  read  to  you  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  preceded  me,  have  already 
earned  under  that  program  more  this 
year  than  they  got  last  year  in  the  whole 
crop  year. 

In  the  presentation  of  the  amendment 
which  fixed  this  sum  in  the  bill  that  was 
passed  here  in  March  of  last  year,  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  handling  this  appropriation,  the 
llonorable  Malcolm  Tarver,  of  Georgia, 
used  this  very  exact  language  in  address¬ 
ing  the  Congress,  which  was  adopted  by 
the  House  and  written  into  the  law,  and 
it  affects  this  crop  year,  and  I  want  to 
read  it  to  you.  He  said : 

I  am  presenting  it  in  language  which  is  so 
definite  in  character  as  to  admit  of  no  mis¬ 
construction.  It  is  the  time  now  to  decide 
whether  you  want  to  reduce  the  1947  crop- 
year  program,  not  next  year  after  the  plans 
of  the  Department  and  those  of  State  AAA 
authorities  and  the  farmers  have  already 
been  completed.  If  we  want  to  reduce  it, 
reduce  it  now  and  reject  my  amendment  and 
offer  some  other  amendment  to  Indicate  a 
lower  figure. 

That  was  a  challenge  to  the  Members 
of  Congress  to  determine  then  what  the 
farmers  might  expect  in  1947,  and  we 
here  said  then,  “We  will  authorize  this 
expenditure  that  is  carried  in  this 
amendment  for  the  crop  year  of  1947.’’ 

If  this  proposition  were  a  private  mat¬ 
ter  between  any  two  individuals  or  cor¬ 
porations  in  America  in  a  court  of  justice 
that  sort  of  an  implied  agreement  could 
be  enforced  by  judgment  of  our  courts. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr  .^Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOOD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Congress  made  it  illegal 
for  them  to  offer  any  other  program  ex¬ 
cept  the  $300,000,000  program,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  WOOD.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Aside  from  the  merits  of  the  program 
which  the  funds  provided  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  designed  to  finance,  and  my 
limited  time  forbids  a  discussion  thereof, 
I  maintain  that  this  Congress  cannot 
now  afford  to  break  faith  with  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  America  by  now  welshing  on  its 
pledged  word  which  has  been  acted  on  in 
good  faith  by  them. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentieman  from  Texas  [Mr, 
Worley], 

[Mr.  WORLEY  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  WORLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Anderson]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  certainly  no  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  is  naive  enough  to  believe  that  an 
action  taken  by  a  preceding  Congress 
(ten  bind  this  Congress. 

■  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Members 
a  few  figures  in  connection  with  the  farm 
industry  in  the  State  of  California.  I 
am  from  a  section  of  California  where 
the  farmers  are  not  dependent  upon  a 
dole  to  keep  them  in  business.  I  come 
from  a  section  of  the  country  where  we 
practiced  soil  conservation  for  many, 
many  years  before  a  paternalistic  Gov¬ 
ernment  came  in  and  told  us  how  much 
lime,  how  much  fertilizer,  and  how  much 
cover  crop  should  grow  on  our  orchards 
and  our  farms.  Look  at  this  newspaper 
article  from  one  of  the  counties  in  my 
district : 

Twenty-million-dollar  farm  crop  in  Santa 
Cruz  County  recorded  in  1946. 

Remember  that  figure,  $20,000,000 — 

Fruit  and  nut  crops,  $7,000,000;  vegetable 
crop,  $7,000,000 — 

And  so  on.  Then  way  down  here  in 
fine  print: 

Government  payments :  Beef-production 
payments,  $7,000;  agricultural  conservation, 
$35,000;  sugar-beet  program,  $19,000;  dairy 
subsidy,  $52,000. 

There  is  $114,000  in  Federal  payments 
out  of  a  total  farm  crop  in  that  one 
county  of  $20,000,000,  and  only  $35,000 
of  it  for  agricultural  conservation.  To 
me  it  just  does  not  make  sense.  If  we 
are  ever  going  to  take  the  farmer  off  the 
dole,  reduce  Federal  expenditures,  and 
practice  some  real  economy  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  this  is  the  time  to  do  it. 

Santa  Clara  County,  the  sixteenth 
richest  agricultural  county  in  the  United 
States,  is  located  in  my  district.  Last 
year  this  county  iiad  crops  which  brought 
in  $82,000,000  to  the  farmers  of  that 
county,  one  of  the  richest  agricultural 
counties  in  the  entire  country.  I  now 
show  you  the  report  of  the  county  agri¬ 
cultural  commission.  Here  we  are,  “Agri¬ 
cultural  conservation,”  under  “Federal 
payments,”  $116,000,  out  of  a  total  farm 
income  of  $82,000,000.  I  maintain  we 
are  still  operating  under  an  agricultural 
program  that  was  designed  to  see  to  it 
that  two-thirds  of  all  the  benefits  for 
agriculture  in  the  United  States  go  to 
one-third  of  the  farmers.  It  is  not  an 
equal  program.  If  we  are  going  to  take 
the  farmers  off  the  dole,  now  is  the  time 
to  do  it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  I  yield 
with  pleasure  to  the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Many  are  predicting 
dire  political  consequences  in  connection 


with  any  cut  that  is  made  in  the  expenses 
of  Government.  However,  I  believe  the 
temper  of  the  people  today  is  such  that 
their  votes  are  not  for  sale  on  that  sort 
of  basis. 

What  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the 
gentleman  is  this:  Out  in  my  State  of 
Indiana  corn  is  bringing  $1.81  a  bushel, 
wheat  $2.45  a  bushel,  soybeans  $2.70  a 
bushel,  and  oats  95  cents  a  bushel.  Does 
the  gentleman  believe  the  farmer  out 
there  feels  that  the  Federal  Treasury  is 
expected  to  ptovide  him  with  free  fer¬ 
tilizer  and  free  limestone  for  his  farm? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  do  not.  and  as  I  pointed  out  earlier, 
now  is  the  time  to  take  them  off  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  dole.  This  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  is  not  needed  by  farmers  who  know 
their  business,  who  have  practiced  soil 
conservation  for  generations  and  who 
can  run  their  farms  without  being  told 
by  the  Government  how  high  and  how 
green  their  cover  crops  must  be  before 
they  can  collect  an  iiifinitismal  amount 
of  Federal  funds  for  doing  something 
they  would  have  done  anyway. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Allen]. 

(Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  we  have  just  heard  from  two  splen¬ 
did  gentlemen,  one  from  the  State  of 
Washington  and  one  from  the  State  of 
California,  who  happen  to  live  where  the 
apples  of  Mother  Eve  grow  the  finest  in 
the  world  they  think.  They  would  have 
us  adopt  a  farm  policy  for  the  Nation  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  needs  or  rather  the 
lack  of  needs  of  these  two  virtual  Gar¬ 
dens  of  Eden.  But  we  do  not  all  have 
such  wealthy  regions  to  boast  of.  We  are 
glad  that  these  sections  are  so  wonder¬ 
fully  blessed.  Certainly  nature  has  be¬ 
stowed  upon  them  a  bountiful  supply  of 
the  good  things  of  life. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  not  here 
legislating  according  to  the  measure  of 
needs  of  the  fattest  sections  of  our  fair 
land.  These  gentlemen  perhaps  feel  that 
their  sections  are  so  prosperous  that  they 
do  not  need  this  assistance  in  rebuild¬ 
ing  their  lands  and  natural  resources. 
We  are  trying  to  legislate  for  the  aver¬ 
age  farmer  in  the  Nation.  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  for  the  average  farmer.  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  for  the  farmers,  many  of  whom  cer¬ 
tainly  are  not  able  to  do  the  things  that 
people  can  do  in  the  districts  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California,  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington.  Many  of  us  live 
in  districts  where  the  farmers  do  not 
have  all  that  means.  Perhaps  the  most 
prosperous  farmers  in  the  Nation  can  do 
all  these  things  alone  without  any  help, 
but  most  of  them  cannot.  But  even  re¬ 
gardless  of  that,  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
question  of  rebuilding,  conserving,  and 
restoring  our  soils  and  natural  resources 
is  one  which  does  concern  the  entire  Na¬ 
tion,  rich  sections  as  well  as  poor  sec¬ 
tions.  This  is  national,  not  sectional. 

The  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Horan]  indicated  that  the  committee  had 
put  enough  in  this  bill  to  cover  the 
amounts  of  the  soil  conservation  pay¬ 
ments  which  have  been  obligated  up  to 
this  time.  Well,  if  that  is  what  he  and 


his  committee  meant  to  do.  I  would 
like  my  friend  from  Washington  to 
listen  particularly  to  what  I  am  going 
to  say.  I  know  he  is  thoroughly  honest. 
If  that  is  his  philosophy,  I  suggest  to 
him  that  he  has  fallen  far  short  of  it 
because  a  great  many  of  the  par¬ 
ishes  of  Louisiana  and  the  counties  of 
■the  Nation  have  already  taken  up  most 
of  the  allocation,  and  far  more  than  the 
committee  allowed  in  this  bill.  The 
committee  allowed  a  little  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  amount  requested,  and 
the  record  shows  that  in  many  sections, 
particularly  In  the  South,  nearly  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  funds  have  been  obligated. 
Up  to  April  30,  69  percent  in  Louisiana 
had  been  obligated. 

Here  is  one  parish  in  Louisiana  which 
had  an  allocation  of  over  $72,000  and  as 
of  April  30  they  had  taken  all  of  the 
allocation  up  except  $1,500.  Here  is  an¬ 
other  parish  that  had  an  allocation  of 
$78,000  and  on  April  30  they  had  taken 
up  all  but  $713.  Another  parish  had  an 
allocation  of  $62,000,  and  they  had  taken 
up  as  of  April  30  all  but  $1,814.  So,  I  re¬ 
spectfully  submit  to  the  committee  that 
if  they  intended  to  do  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington  indicates,  then 
the  committee  fell  far  short  of  that  goal 
even  at  the  time  of  writing  the  bill.  It 
will  take  the  full  appropriation  of  $300,- 
000,000  to  meet  the  allocations  made 
and  soon  to  be  made. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  a  question 
of  honesty  involved  in  this  appropriation. 
What  you  want  to  do  in  the  future  is  a 
question  for  the  Congress  to  decide. 

But  here  is  a  question  of  living  up  to 
what  we  Democrats  think  is  a  commit¬ 
ment  made  last  year.  I  discussed  this 
more  fully  yesterday  in  general  debate 
and  do  not  have  the  time  in  my  few  mo¬ 
ments  now  to  go  into  details,  but  to  deny 
this  appropriation  seems  to  us  going  back 
on  an  obligation  made  last  year  and  this 
Congress  has  not  heretofore  repudiated 
such  and  we  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  are 
not  going  to  do  it  now  and  we  hope  you 
on  the  left  will  not. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case]  is  100  percent  correct.  I 
commend  his  remarks  to  your  thought¬ 
ful  consideration.  His  statement  is 
sound.  I  appeal  to  you  gentlemen  on 
the  left  not  to  do  this,  not  to  cut  this  out 
at  this  time  for  the  crop  year  1947,  at 
least.  I  appeal  to  you  to  support  the  full 
appropriation  of  $300,000,000  so  that  the 
farmers  can  go  aheacl  and  complete  the 
work  which  they  are  doing  for  1947,  at 
least. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
during  the  general  debate  on  this  bill  on 
yesterday  I  stated  that  our  soil  was  one 
of  our  Nation’s  richest  resources.  A  look 
at  what  has  happened  in  other  countries, 
where  the  soil  has  been  dissipated  and 
permitted  to  wash  away,  verifies  the 
truth  of  that  statement.  In  a  few  min¬ 
utes  we  will  be  called  upon  to  vote  on  an 
amendment  which  will  determine  wheth¬ 
er  we  will  furnish  the  necessary  money 
to  carry  on  this  program  as  set  up,  and 
which  has  resulted  in  the  increased  fer¬ 
tility  and  productivity  of  our  soil,  or 
whether  we  will  take  a  backward  step 
and  withhold  the  necessary  funds  for  the 
successful  operation  of  this  program. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  support  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  which  provides  for  the 
funds,  pledged  to  the  farmers  of  America 
by  Congress  last  year,  for  carrying  on 
this  highly  beneficial  program  for  agri¬ 
culture  during  the  crop  year  1947.  To 
withhold  these  funds  at  this  time,  after 
allocations  have  been  made  to  States  and 
counties  and  where  payments  have  been 
earned,  or  partly  earned,  by  our  farmers, 
would  be  tantamount  to  a  breach  of  con¬ 
tract  made  by  our  Government  with  the 
farmers  of  om-  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  many  occasions, 
since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  body, 
I  have  heard  with  pride  the  statement 
made  from  the  fioor  of  this  House  that 
our  Government  has  always  kept  its 
agreements  and  has  never  repudiated  a 
contract.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sincerely 
hope  we  will  not  depart  from  this  high 
principle  by  our  vote  on  this  amendment 
today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr, 
Pace]. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  avoid 
any  misunderstanding  it  should  be  said 
that  this  paragraph  does  two  things. 
First,  it  does  not  appropriate  or  authorize 
$1  for  this  program  for  the  year  1948. 
That  means  that  if  the  pargaraph  is 
approved  as  it  is,  and  that  part  is  not 
touched  by  this  amendment,  this  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  completely  terminated  at 
the  end  of  this  year.  That  is  what  some 
have  wanted  done.  I  do  not. 

Then,  secondly,  this  paragraph  seeks 
to  appropriate  approximately  one-half, 
or  $165,000,000,  of  the  $300,000,000  which 
the  last  Congress  authorized  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  expend  this  year 
In  this  work.  Someone  said  a  moment 
ago  that  no  one  would  be  foolish  enough 
to  contend  that  this  Congress  is  bound 
by  the  action  of  the  last  Congress.  If 
this  amendment  is  not  adopted  and 
$300,000,000  is  not  authorized,  it  will  be 
the  first  time  during  my  service  in  the 
Congress  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  failed  to  carry  out  its  own 
contract.  If  there  is  any  doubt  that  the 
last  Congress  authorized  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  promote  this  program 
and  the  farmers  to  participate  in  it,  I 
here  have  the  appropriation  bill  passed 
last  year  with  the  section  marked,  which 
I  would  like  to  have  anyone  who  has  any 
doubt  to  come  up  and  read.  It  authorized 
the  program  this  year  in  the  amount  of 
$300,000,000.  The  committee  will  con¬ 
tend  that  the  farmers  were  put  on  notice 
that  that  was  subject  to  appropriation. 
I  have  the  work  sheet  in  my  own  State 
of  Georgia.  It  does  contain  in  fine  print 
down  at  the  bottom  this  language: 

Payments  under  1947  are  subject  to  ap¬ 
propriations  provided  for  this  purpose. 

In  the  case  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
there  is  no  reference.  In  the  case  of 
Arkansas  there  is  no  reference.  In  the 
State  represented  by  our  distinguished 
majority  leader  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Halleck],  and  in  Iowa  and 
Michigan,  I  have  the  work  sheet  in  my 
hand  and  there  is  no  reference  whatso¬ 
ever  as  to  being  dependent  upon  appro¬ 
priations  or  any  other  provision. 


I  insist  that  the  question  now  is.  Shall 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  main¬ 
tain  the  contract  it  made  with  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  this  Nation?  Many  of  them  have 
completed  the  practices:  the  program  is 
of  great  benefit  to  the  farmers  and  to  the 
Nation  and  should  be  greatly  increased. 
I  hope  the  amendment  to  appropriate 
the  full  $300,000,000  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  COMBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COMBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  conservation  of  our  soils, 
our  greatest  natural  resource,  has  been 
repeatedly  stressed  during  these  debates. 
In  my  own  State  of  Texas  it  is  estimated 
something  more  than  11,000,000  acres  of 
what  once  were  fertile  farm  lands  have 
been  rendered  worthless  through  ero¬ 
sion.  Striking  testimony  to  the  neglect 
of  soil  conservation  practices  in  other 
years.  However,  the  vital  question  in¬ 
volved  in  this  amendment  is  not  whether 
soil  conservation  is  a  good  thing  or 
whether  the  particular  activity  which 
would  be  financed  by  the  proposed  $300,- 
000,000  appropriation  is  in  all  respect 
the  best  program  possible.  The  simple 
issue  which  has  been  made  abundantly 
clear  by  the  debate  is  that  of  common 
honesty. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  by  numerous 
speakers  the  $300,000,000  under  consid¬ 
eration  is  in  keeping  with  the  commit¬ 
ment  made  by  the  last  Congress  and 
upon  which  Government  ofiBcials  and 
cooperative  farmers  throughout  the  Na¬ 
tion  have  acted  in  good  faith.  It  is  to 
cover  the  program  for  the  cixrrent  crop 
year.  Contracts  have  already  been  made. 
In  many  instances  farmers  have  already 
made  expenditures  and  in  many  cases 
funds  have  been  allocated  and  spent  and 
imless  this  amendment  is  adopted  will 
have  to  be  refunded  by  the  farmer  to 
whom  they  have  been  made. 

I  have  received  numerous  letters  from 
farmers  and  others  in  my  district  call¬ 
ing  attention  to  the  seriousness  of  this 
matter.  I  quote  from  one  such  letter: 

If  this  bill  should  go  through  as  reported 
out  of  the  committee,  we  wonder  where  the 
money  Is  coming  from  to  pay  for  the  prac¬ 
tices  that  have  already  been  carried  out, 
since  the  farmers  did  not  have  the  money 
to  secure  the  materials  and  they  most  surely 
will  not  have  it  now,  to  repay  the  CCC  for 
the  funds  they  have  put  out  in  assisting 
them  to  carry  on  conservation  work. 

This  is  a  most  serious  matter.  As  I 
view  it  the  Congress  rests  under  the 
solemn  obligation  of  keeping  faith  with 
our  people.  This  we  can  do  only  by 
providing  the  $300,000,000  in  funds  the 
last  Congress  promised  would  be  forth¬ 
coming.  I  trust  this  amendment  will 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SOIL  CONSERVATION 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wou'd 
like  to  speak  briefiy  on  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service  appropriation.  My  State, 
South  Carolina,  is  entirely  covered  with 
soil-conservation  districts  organized  un¬ 
der  our  State  law.  All  the  districts  are 
now  receiving  assistance  from  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  but  not  as  much  as 
they  need  to  get  the  job  done  in  time. 
Much  of  the  land  in  South  Carolina  has 
been  farmed  for  over  100  years.  Indeed, 
some  of  our  South  Carolina  soil  has  been 
in  production  since  the  days  of  the 
American  Revolution.  During  most  of 
that  period  we  lost  a  lot  of  topsoil 
through  erosion  despite  the  use  of  cer¬ 
tain  conservation  practices,  such  as  ter¬ 
racing  and  crop  rotation,  as  well  as  our 
farmers  knew  how  to  apply  these  prac¬ 
tices  to  their  land.  Although  these 
early  attempts  at  conservation  did  not 
succeed,  at  least  they  paved  the  way  for 
a  coordinated  attack  on  the  erosion 
problem  such  as  I  saw  under  way  in  the 
Broad  River  Conservation  District  and 
other  such  districts  last  fall.  Local 
farmers  are  taking  the  lead  in  organiz¬ 
ing  groups  to  speed  up  the  work  but  the 
farmers  in  my  district  tell  me  they  need 
the  continuing  help  of  Soil  Conservation 
Service  technicians  in  planning  and 
applying  conservation  practices  on  their 
land. 

I  was  somewhat  disturbed  when  I 
noted  the  small  increase  for  technical 
assistance  allowed  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  in  the  President’s  budget.  I  was 
disturbed  because  I  knew  that  new  dis¬ 
tricts  were  being  formed  in  neighboring 
States  and,  in  fact,  in  nearly  every  State 
in  the  Nation,  and  that  the  increase 
allowed  would  not  provide  adequate  help 
next  year  for  the  new  district  being  or¬ 
ganized  this  year.  I  feared,  and  I  still 
fear,  that  the  old  districts  will  be  asked 
to  divide  their  technicians  with  the  new 
districts.  This  will  mean  less  help  rather 
than  more  help  for  districts  in  South 
Carolina  next  year.  We  have  made  good 
progress  and  the  rate  of  application  of 
conservation  has  been  speeding  up  year 
by  year  since  1941. 

We  cannot  afford  to  slow  down  the 
conservation  work  in  South  Carolina 
now,  so  I  want  to  recommend  that  this 
committee  provide  for  the  new  conser¬ 
vation  districts  organized  this  fiscal  year 
at  the  same  rate  at  which  all  districts 
were  assisted  in  this  fiscal  year.  As  I 
recall,  this  is  something  over  $22,000  per 
district. 

The  need  for  conservation  assistance 
of  the  kind  pi'ovided  by  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  has  not  decreased; 
more  farmers  in  more  districts  want  it 
and  need  it.  I  ask  that  you  increase  the 
appropriation  so  that  the  old  districts 
can  go  ahead  at  least  at  the  1947  level 
in  1948  and  so  that  new  districts  will  be 
provided  for  at  the  same  rate  as  the  old 
districts.  This  will  require  an  increase 
of  about  $5,000,000  for  the  1948  fiscal 
year. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whittington]  is 
recognized  for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  we  have  under  consideration  a  pro- 
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gram  that  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States  are  relying  upon  for  the  crop 
year  1947.  Whatever  be  the  views 
about  a  continuance  of  that  program 
after  1947,  the  Congress  has  said  to  the 
farmers  that  this  appropriation  would 
aggregate  $300,000,000  for  the  crop  of 
1947. 

I  think  we  might  keep  in  mind  that 
there  is  a  difference  between  fertilizer 
and  lime  or  slag.  I  ask  any  Member  of 
this  body  who  knows  of  his  own  knowl¬ 
edge  of  any  payment  that  is  being  made 
this  year  or  that  was  made  last  year  for 
fertilizer  under  the  terms  of  this  appro¬ 
priation.  There  i?  a  difference  between 
fertilizer  and  lime  or  slag.  Slag  and 
limestone  are  not  fertilizer  but  they  are 
soil  building  like  Austrian  peas  and  other 
legumes.  I  know  of  no  limestone  or 
slag  trusts  in  Mississippi.  There  is  no 
subsidy  in  the  appropriation.  Every 
dollar  the  farmer  receives  under  this 
program  has  to  be  earned.  It  has  to 
be  a  practice  that  builds  up  the  soil  or 
that  drains  the  land.  I  know  of  no 
payments  whatsoever  for  fertilizer  in  my 
State  or  in  any  other  State.  I  have 
inquired  from  the  committee  if  it  has 
been  the  practice  to  approve  reimburse¬ 
ments  for  fertilizer  and  I  am  told  that 
no  such  testimony  has  ever  been  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  committee. 

I  just  want  to  say  whatever  be  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  this  program,  the 
committee  is  forestalled  and  prevented 
from  asserting  the  demerits  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  because  if  it  be  just  and  fair  to 
appropriate  $165,000,000,  it  is  certainly 
just  as  fair  and  just  to  authorize  an 
appropriation  for  $300,000,000.  We 
must  not  discriminate.  If  one  farmer 
has  received  his  benefits  because  he  has 
earned  them  now,  should  another  farmer 
who  earns  them  next  month  or  the 
month  following  be  denied  those  bene¬ 
fits?  I  say,  under  the  circumstances 
and  under  the  terms  of  the  Agricultural 
Appropriation  Act  passed  by  the  House 
In  March  1946  for  the  fiscal  year  1947, 
for  the  1947  crop  year,  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  cannot  afford  to  break 
faith  with  the  growers  of  agricultural 
products  in  this  country  who  have 
earned  the  benefits,  none  of  which  are 
reimbursements  for  fertilizer. 

While  the  payments  are  justified  on 
their  merits,  I  do  insist  that  Congress 
should  keep  faith  with  the  American 
farmers.  The  $300,000,000  was  com¬ 
mitted  for  the  crop  year  1947.  The 
adoption  of  the  amendment  is  impera¬ 
tive  if  Congress  is  to  keep  faith  with  the 
American  farmers. 

I  extend  to  say  that  I  remind  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Horan]  that  while  the  President  recom¬ 
mended  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  soil  conservation  benefit  pay¬ 
ments,  the  President  was  careful  to  state 
that  Congress  had  made  a  commitment 
for  the  crop  year  1947.  There  is  evi¬ 
dently  a  confusion  by  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]  and  my  good  friend  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  re¬ 
specting  fertilizer  and  limestone.  I  know 
there  is  a  fertilizer  trust  and  there  may 
be,  in  some  sections,  a  limestone  trust, 
but  fertilizer,  as  I  use  the  term,  applies 
to  nitrates  and  phosphates.  This  is  en¬ 


tirely  different  from  lime  and  slag. 
Fertilizer  is  used  to  increase  the  growth 
of  the  current  crop.  Lime  and  slag  are 
used  for  soil  building  by  supplying  ele¬ 
ments  lacking  in  the  soil.  I  know  of  no 
payment  under  the  act  as  now  being  ad¬ 
ministered  for  fertilizer.  There  are  pay¬ 
ments  in  connection  with  lime  and  slag. 
The  payments  must  all  be  earned.  They 
are  for  the  benefit  of  the  lands  and  the 
building  up  of  the  soil.  They  consist  of 
improving  pastures,  conserving  waters, 
better  drainage,  cover  crops  of  vetch  and 
peas.  There  must  be  no  quibbling. 

As  shown  by  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord  of  May  8,  1946,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  Mr.  Taiwer,  was  careful  to 
state,  when  the  amendment  that  he  pro¬ 
posed  for  $300,000,000  was  approved,  that 
it  was  a  definite  commitment  for  the  1947 
crop.  Personally,  I  believe  that  com¬ 
mitments  directly  and  indirectly  have 
been  made  that  will  require  the  entire 
amount,  and  I  cannot  escape  the  view 
that  the  $165,614  290  contained  in  the 
bill  will  not  be  sufficient  to  pay  those 
farmers  who  have  already  earned  their 
payments.  I  repeat  that  I  shall  not 
quibble.  It  isn’t  a  question  of  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  contract,  nor  whether  the 
contracts  have  been  signed.  It  is  a 
question  of  the  commitment  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  of  the  practices  of  the  farmers 
relying  upon  that  commitment.  If  we 
fail  to  provide  the  $300,000,000  there  can 
be  no  escape  that  we  are  not  keeping 
faith  with  the  fai'mers.  It  may  be  that 
contracts  for  about  one-half,  or  for  ap¬ 
proximately  $165,000,000  have  been 
earned,  but  in  practice,  other  payments 
have  been  earned  in  all  probability  that 
haven’t  been  reported.  Further,  in 
actual  practice  payments  are  earned  be¬ 
fore  the  contracts  are  really  signed.  It 
begs  the  question  to  say  that  the  con¬ 
tracts  contain  a  clause  that  the  payments 
are  conditioned  upon  appropriations 
being  made.  The  farmers  know  that  the 
program  in  1947  is  in  force,  and  they  rely 
upon  Congress  to  provide  funds  for 
carrying  out  that  program  in  accordance 
with  the  commitment  made  by  Congress 
when  the  agricultural  appropriations 
bill  was  under  consideration  In  March 
1946,  as  I  have  said. 

I  believe  in  economy  and  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  waste  and  extravagance,  but 
there  is  a  false  economy. 

I  extend  further  to  say  that  I  oppose 
the  elimination  of  section  32  funds.  Un¬ 
der  the  act  of  August  24,  1935,  as 
amended,  section  32  provides  for  per¬ 
manent  appropriations.  The  farmers 
thus  receive  the  equivalent  of  the  tariff 
accorded  to  manufacturers.  The  reten¬ 
tion  of  section  32  funds  is  essential. 
There  are  other  acts  that  provide  for  im¬ 
port  quotas  and  export  subsidies,  but 
these  acts  are  interdependent  with  sec¬ 
tion  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935. 
There  must  be  a  program  before  the  acts 
for  export  subsidies  and  import  quotas  on 
cotton  or  wheat  or  other  agricultural 
products  can  be  invoked  or  justified. 
There  can  be  no  program  under  existing 
Jaw  without  section  32  funds. 

In  this  connection,  I  have  always  ad¬ 
vocated  ample  appropriations  for  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  for 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
1  supported  and  will  continue  to^support 


adequate  appropriations  to  enable 
worthy  tenants  and  worthy  citizens  to 
become  home  owners  and  land  owners 
under  the  Jones-Bankhead  Act,  and  un¬ 
der  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration. 
I  will  continue  to  support  adequate  ap¬ 
propriations  for  agriculture. 

I  gladly  urged  and  supported  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  appropriations  under  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 
Research  is  fundamental  in  industry. 
We  should  profit  by  the  advances  of  in¬ 
dustry  as  a  result  of  research  and  in¬ 
vestigation.  The  Research  Act  was 
passed  to  promote  research  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  utilization  of  cotton,  cot¬ 
ton  seed,  and  the  utilization  of  other 
agricultural  products.  The  research  of 
man  often  contributes  more  to  human 
progress  than  the  resources  of  nature. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

(Mr.  WHITTINGTON  asked  and  was 
granted- permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel 
it  is  time  for  every  man  in  this  Con¬ 
gress  to  go  on  record  against  the  pro¬ 
posed  inexcusable  scuttling  of  one  of  our 
most  vital  Government  agen(;ies — the 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  I  am  not  so  gullible  as  to  believe 
that  every  man  will.  There  are  still  too 
many  one-tracked  so-called  economy- 
minded  gentlemen  in  the  House  who  can 
see  no  further  than  what  can  be  kept  in 
the  Nation’s  pocketbook  today — and  let 
tomorrow  go  hang.  In  fact,  some  of 
them  remind  me  of  the  housewife  who, 
to  save  a  few  pennies  on  tonight’s  supper, 
is  willing  to  buy  inferior  foodstuffs  for 
her  family.  Because,  gentlemen,  that  is 
what  this  cut  in  appropriations  for  agri¬ 
culture  will  mean  in  the  long  run. 

This  is  a  question  I  feel  particularly 
qualified  to  speak  on.  I  am  proud  to  say 
I  was  born  and  bred  on  a  farm  in  Loui¬ 
siana,  our  Nation’s  sugar  bowl.  I  grew 
up  there.  I  know  the  farmer’s  problems. 
I  know  his  diflSculties.  I  know  his  back¬ 
breaking  toil,  his  heartsick  disappoint¬ 
ment  in  bad-crop  years.  And  I  know  the 
invaluable  help  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  has  given  him.  And  this  is  the 
help  this  bill  would  take  away. 

I  condemn  the  cut  in  toto,  but  there 
are  some  phases  of  it  that  are  even  worse 
than  others,  if  that  is  possible.  For  in¬ 
stance,  the  cut  for  soil-conservation  re¬ 
search,  which  is  something  we  should  all 
be  interested  in — city  dwellers  as  well  as 
farmei's.  For  without  soil  conservation 
our  present  bountiful  crops  cannot  hope 
to  be  continued  indefinitely.  The  soil 
will  wear  out.  It  will  be  eroded.  It  will 
be  washed  away.  And  without  research 
we  cannot  have  the  knowledge  of  how  to 
prevent  this. 

And  in  this  connection  I  want  to  re¬ 
mind  you  again  that  in  1946  an  amend¬ 
ment  was  offered  on  this  very  floor  of 
the  House  to  fix  the  AAA  payments  or 
soil  conservation  payments  at  a  given 
sum,  $300,000,000  to  be  exact,  and  at  that 
time  the  House  was  given  an  opportuni¬ 
ty  to  accept  or  reject  the  measure.  It  ac¬ 
cepted,  and  thereby  fixed  a  precendent. 
Not  only  that,  it  made  a  solemn  commit¬ 
ment  to  our  farmers.  The  program  was 
signed.  The  farmers  joined  in  in  good 


1947  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


faith.  This  bill  would  be  a  direct  blow 
to  that  faith.  It  would  justify  our  farm¬ 
ers  in  feeling  their  Government  had 
failed  them. 

I  condemn  the  elimination  of  section 
32  funds  for  surplus  disposal.  Farmers 
in  every  section  are  alarmed  over  this 
taking  away  of  funds  that  were  promised 
them,  money  that  was  dedicated  to  this 
purpose.  Tlie  elimination  is,  in  short,  a 
denial  of  a  solemn  obligation,  much  the 
same  as  though  a  private  individual  de¬ 
faulted  on  a  note  accepted  in  good  faith 
by  a  friend. 

Another  point  I  would  like  to  bring  out 
is  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
has,  I  believe,  an  enviable  record  of  ag¬ 
gressive  support  for  really  constructive 
economy  by  their  previous  elimination  of 
unnecessary  personnel,  excessive  expendi¬ 
tures,  and  duplication  of  services.  One 
would  think  then  that  this  Republican- 
dominated  economical  Congress  would 
appreciate  this.  But  no.  Full  use  was 
made  of  these  voluntary  savings  of  the 
Department  by  a  failure  on  the  part  of 
Congress  to  require  such  drastic  reduc¬ 
tions  in  many  badly  overstaffed  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Government  which  had  failed 
to  do  any  housecleaning  on  their  own 
initiative. 

And  do  not  forget,  gentlemen — all  the 
farmers  are  not  Democrats.  Republican 
farmers  will  fall  in  this  debacle  too.  The 
one-gallus  farmer  who  works  from  “kin 
see  to  k’aint  see” — or  from  dawn  to  dusk, 
the  moneyed  owners  of  the  rolling  wheat 
fields  of  our  great  Midwest,  the  gentle¬ 
men  farmers  of  our  historic  South,  the 
farmers  on  the  rocky  New  England  hill¬ 
side — all  will  suffer.  And  I  say  to  you, 
all  are  entitled  to  know  to  whom  this  suf¬ 
fering,  if  it  comes,  can  be  attributed.  To 
the  Grand  Old  Party — our  Members 
across  the  aisle,  who  now  willingly  take 
credit  for  the  bill,  but  who  later  may  find 
themselves  yelling  for  somebody  to  come 
and  “help  me  turn  this  b’ar  aloose.” 

But  what  I  am  asking  the  Members 
of  this  body  is  that  we  think  of  our 
country  as  a  whole.  Think  rf  our  farmr 
ers  as  the  backbone  of  that  country,  as 
they  are.  Think  of  their  unparalleled 
record  during  the  war,  when  with  in- 
sufScient  labor,  broken-down  machin¬ 
ery,  and  every  other  man-made  difiQcul- 
ty,  their  record  was  second  to  none  in 
our  winning  our  victory,  helped  only  by 
God’s  bounty  in  providing  good  growing 
seasons,  by  the  sweat  f  their  own  brows, 
and  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Or  think  of  the  matter  selfishly,  then, 
if  you  will.  If  our  farmers  are  made  to 
produce  without  guidance  or  help  of  any 
sort,  inevitably  the  entire  country  will 
suffer.  For  the  farme’*  is  the  lifeline  for 
us  all.  Through  no  other  source  can  we 
get  foodstuffs  for  our  families  at  prices 
we  can  manage  to  pay.  Through  no 
other  source  can  we  get  the  raw  mate¬ 
rials  to  run  our  great  industries. 
Through  no  other  source  can  we  keep 
our  commitments  to  the  starving  per¬ 
sons  of  Europe. 

And  speaking  of  food,  there  is  one 
more  subject  I  would  like  to  touch  on 
briefly.  That  is  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  the  appropriation  for  which  has 
been  cut  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,000,000, 
while  in  the  self-same  bill  many  times 


this  amount  is  carried  for  stricken  peo¬ 
ple  overseas.  This  cut  would  seem  to 
me  even  more  fundamentally  short¬ 
sighted  than  that  in  the  agriculture  ap¬ 
propriation.  By  this  cut  we  are  short¬ 
changing  our  citizens  of  tomorrow.  It 
does  not  become  us,  gentlemen,  who  sit 
here  comfortably  fed,  to  deny  bread  to 
those  children  back  home  who  are  hun¬ 
gry.  For  I  tell  you  this  is  not  a  matter 
of  refreshments  served  at  school  by  a 
prodigal  government.  It  is  often  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  difference  between  health  and 
malnutrition  for  children  of  low-income 
families,  many  of  whom  come  to  school 
with  little  or  no  breakfast  and  for  whom 
this  school  lunch  is  the  only  correctly 
balanced  nutritious  meal  they  have  at 
all. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  remainder  of 
the  time  has  been  reserved  for  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Whitten]  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN..  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
sure  that  the  Members  on  the  left  will 
not  feel  that  I  am  too  much  disturbed 
about  their  political  futures  when  I  make 
this  statement,  but  I  do  think  that  some 
of  the  things  I  may  say  may  be  worthy 
of  their  consideration  when  they  cast 
their  vote  on  this  proposition.  My  time 
will  not  permit  me  to  describe  the  calls 
which  were  made  on  the  farmers  of 
America  to  produce  and  to  plant  every 
available  acre  and  of  the  Nation’s  in¬ 
terest  in  the  fertility  of  its  soil,  our  great¬ 
est  natural  resource.  Nor  do  I  have  time 
to  describe  the  great  value  of  this  soil 
conservation  program  to  the  Nation  as 
a  whole.  But  whether  this  is  a  good 
program  or  a  bad,  the  Congress  has 
committed  itself  for  this  amendment. 

First,  I  should  like  to  say  that  this 
argument — and  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  will  present  this  later — that  a  small 
percentage  of  the  people  get  the  larger 
end  of  these  payments  is  beside  the 
point.  The  whole  purpose  of  this  type 
of  payment  is  for  soil  conservation,  work 
on  the  land,  and  it  is  based  on  the 
amount  and  the  cost  of  the  work  on  the 
land.  The  more  land  on  which  those 
improvements  are  made  the  greater  the 
amount  the  Federal  Government  will 
pay,  still  being  only  one-third  of  the 
amount  actually  expended.  Where  the 
amount  of  land  improved  is  small  the 
amount  of  payment  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  small.  Before  a  man  earns 
$1  on  the  average  he  must  spend  out 
of  his  own  pocket  $2.  The  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  under  this  program  said  that 
the  Federal  Government  is  interested  in 
the  fertility  of  our  soil  and  in  this  great 
natural  resource  and  if  you  folks  who 
happen  for  a  temporary  period  to  own 
this  land  will  spend  $2  out  of  your  own 
pocket  to  continue  the  fertility  of  that 
soil  or  to  improve  it,  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  because  of  its  interest,  will  put 
up  $1.  That  is  the  way  the  program 
has  worked. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  alleged  fact  that  none  of 
this  money  goes  for  fertilizer  and  lime¬ 
stone.  My  understanding  is  that  this 
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money  in  considerable  measure  does  go 
to  provide  limestone  and  fertilizer. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Let  me  answer  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana.  I  will  say  that 
on  the  average  the  expense  to  the  farmer 
is  twice  what  the  Federal  Government 
pays  as  a  contribution  toward  this  good 
practice.  As  far  as  fertilizer  is  con¬ 
cerned  I  have  never  known  of  a  case 
where  fertilizer  was  supplied,  but  lime¬ 
stone,  yes.  Limestone  has  elements  that 
go  to  feed  the  soil  and  condition  it. 

The  amount  of  payment  is  determined 
by  how  much  a  person  spends  out  of 
his  pocket  to  carry  out  this  program. 
Here  is  another  thing  I  would  like  to 
point  out  and  that  is  that  last  year  when 
this  bill  was  considered  Mr.  Tarver  fixed 
by  his  motion  that  the  program  for  this 
year  be  fixed  at  $300,000,000.  He  stated 
in  the  House; 

I  have  submitted  this  amendment  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Appropriations  Subcommittee 
and  they  are  not  opposed  to  It;  and  there¬ 
fore  I  offer  it  as  a  committee  amendment. 

This  amendment  was  adopted  and  was 
an  outright  commitment  as  to  what  pro¬ 
visions  would  be  made  by  the  Congress 
this  year. 

The  claim  and  the  contention  of  the 
Republican  gentlemen  on  the  left  that 
notwithstanding  that  amendment  last 
year  that  the  provision  of  this  contract 
between  the  Federal  Government  and  the 
farmer  who  does  his  work  does  provide 
that  it — his  payment  for  his  practices — 
is  contingent  upon  the  appropriation  is 
correct.  I  agree  that  that  is  the  general 
situation,  the  contracts  did  provide  such 
language  as  that  in  most  instances;  but 
what  I  should  like  to  call  your  attention 
to  particularly  is  that  while  it  does  con¬ 
tain  the  proviso  that  it  is  dependent  on 
your  appropriations,  the  action  of  this 
Congress  last  year  said  there  would  be 
$300,000,000  appropriated.  While  there¬ 
fore  the  contracts  were  dependent  upon 
the  appropriation,  the  action  last  year 
told  the  farmers  what  the  appropriation 
would  be  and  I  say  that  what  that  lan¬ 
guage  in  those  contracts  really  means  is 
that  if  the  farmers  spend  out  of  their 
own  pockets  a  sufficient  sum  of  money 
to  obligate  the  Federal  Government  on 
its  part  to  pay  $600,000,000  that  the  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  Federal  Government  would 
be  limited  to  $300,000,000  and  the  notice 
in  the  announcement  or  contract  means 
that  in  that  case  the  farmer  could  only 
expect  his  pro  rata  part  of  the  $300,000,- 
000  as  a  refund  for  his  expenditures  or 
in  lime  or  other  aids.  I  do  not  care 
about  the  rich  farmers  in  the  State  of 
California,  represented  by  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Anderson],  who 
may  well  be  able  to  stand  this  loss  and 
contribute  this  money  to  the  cause  of 
the  Republican  Party  because  it  seems 
so  important  to  them.  Last  year  when 
this  Congress  and  the  members  of  this 
committe  said  $300,000^000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  1947,  and  the  farmers  acted, 
spent  their  money  and  earned  it,  it  is  up 
to  us  to  see  that  the  Government  lives 
up  to  its  contract,  regardless  of  the  rich 
farmers  in  the  district  represented  by  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Ander¬ 
son]. 
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We  gave  our  word.  This  Congress  it 
is  said  is  not  bound  by  what  the  Con¬ 
gress  last  year  did.  Certainly  the  in¬ 
dividual  Congressmen  are  bound  and  I 
think  morally  the  Congress  is  bound. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  make  the  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  richest  man  in  California 
before  I  would  break  the  word  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  yield  2  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H. 
Carl  Andersen],  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  that  docs  not 
interfere  with  the  time  remaining  on  this 
side,  does  it? 

Mr.  BROOKS  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
object. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  As  the  Chair  under¬ 
stands  it,  5  minutes  of  the  time  is  re¬ 
served  for  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  committee  yields 
the  last  5  minutes  on  this  side  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  committee  will 
be  first  heard  from  this  side  of  the  aisle. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  we  were  to 
close  debate  and  have  10  minutes  avail¬ 
able  for  that  purpose.  I  do  want  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  to  have  time  and  I 
thought  that  was  understood  in  our  ar¬ 
rangements.  The  Chairman  has  to  re¬ 
fresh  me  as  to  what  time  is  available. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  As  the  Chair  un¬ 
derstands  the  agreement  that  was 
reached,  the  last  15  minutes  was  to  be 
reserved  to  the  committee,  of  which  the 
majority  side  would  take  5  minutes,  5 
minutes  to  be  reserved  for  the  gei-tleman 
from  Texas,  and  5  minutes  for  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

[Mr.  RAYBURN  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  much 
has  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  about  whether  or  not  we  are  con¬ 
fronted  with  a  solemn  obligation.  I  hope 
I  am  not  insensible  to  my  solemn  obliga¬ 
tions  either  in  my  private  or  in  my  public 
capacity.  Let  us  determine,  therefore, 
whether  or  not  this  program  is  con¬ 
tingent  on  action  by  the  Congress.  There 
is  no  better  authority,  notwithstanding 
all  the  words  that  have  been  uttered  in 
the  well  today,  than  the  man  who  sits 
at  the  top  and  directs  this  matter, 
namely,  Mr.  Dodd,  the  Under  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

I  asked  Mr.  Dodd  in  the  course  of  the 
hearings  whethai-  or  not  it  was  made 
clear  to  the  farmers  that  in  eveiw  case 
the  payment  that  was  made  for  any  kind 
of  pi-actice  was  contingent  upon  action 
by  the  Congress  in  providing  appropria¬ 
tions,  and  here  is  his  answer,  and  you 
will  find  it  on  page  1249  of  the  hearings. 

This  is  the  Under  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  talking: 

Mr.  Dirksen.  It  is,  therefore,  made  abun¬ 
dantly  clear  to  every  participant  and  co¬ 


operator  that,  before  he  signs*  up,  there  Is 
one  contingency  involved,  and  that  is  that 
the  program  is  necessarily  contingent  upon 
legislation  and  appropriations? 

Mr,  Dodd.  That  is  correct.  That  is  made 
clear. 

They  printed  It  on  the  form.  You  talk 
about  fine  print.  The  print  on  this  form 
is  no  finer  than  all  the  other  print  on  it. 
There  on  the  front  page,  not  at  the  bot¬ 
tom,  and  not  off  in  one  corner,  but  across 
the  middle  of  the  front  page  of  this  farm 
plan  are  these  words: 

Paym.ents  under  1947  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  program  are  subject  to  appropria¬ 
tions  hereafter  made  for  this  purpose  by  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will4;he 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  think  that  is  generally 
true  but  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois  that 
on  the  forms  used  in  the  State  of  Okla¬ 
homa  there  is  no  such  language.  Why 
there  should  be  any  difference  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  form  I  read  from 
Is  for  the  entire  western  region. 

Now  let  us  pursue  this  matter  of  forms 
a  little  more.  I  sent  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  through  the  instrumental¬ 
ity  of  our  very  capable  executive  secre¬ 
tary,  Mr.  Orr,  for  the  forms-for  the  crop 
year  1947.  fflie  money  that  is  carried  in 
this  bill,  ostensibly  for  fiscal  1948,  applies 
to  the  crop  year  1947.  Here  is  a  memo¬ 
randum  from  the  budget  office  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture : 

Forms  In  connection  with  the  1947  pro¬ 
gram  are  not  available,  as  they  have  not  been 
approved  by  the  Comptroller  General. 

There  have  been  no  signatures  on  the 
new' forms  as  yet. 

When  you  speak  of  the  reassurances 
and  the  assertions  that  were  made  last 
year,  obviously  one  Congress  cannot  bind 
another,  and  this  Congress  is  free  to  take 
any  action  it  sees  fit.  So  what  happens 
to  this  argument  that  something  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  hearings  last  year  that  is  a 
binder  upon  the  first  session  of  the 
Eightieth  Congress?  That  matter  has 
suitably  been  determined  here  time  after 
time  that  we  are  under  no  obligation  in 
that  respect. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  speaking  about 
this  proposition  of  whether  or  not  this 
Congress  must  necessarily  be  bound  by 
the  last  Congress. 

Mr.  PACE.  But  it  is  not  in  the  hear¬ 
ings,  it  is  in  the  act  itself;  it. is  in  the 
.law. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  understand,  but 
that  does  not  modify  the  fact  that,  in 
accordance  with  every  understanding, 
and  the  understanding  that  is  testified 
to  here  in  the  1948  hearings,  it  is  con¬ 
tingent  upon  the  appropriations  this 
Congress  makes  in  order  to  make  this 
program  effective,  and  there  is  the  lan¬ 
guage.  How  is  it  made  available  to  the 
farmers?  Here  is  the  department’s  own 
story.  They  printed  971,500  copies  of 
the  State  handbook,  and  in  addition 
thereto  they  struck  off  millions  of  copies 
of  circulars  to  get  into  the  hands  of 
every  farmer.  Here  is  the  language,  not 


of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  but  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture: 

The  Information  is  made  available,  and  it 
la  the  obligation  of  our  people  at  every  level 
to  make  that  Information  plain  lor  all  co¬ 
operating  farmers. 

That  is  what  the  Department  says, 
that  they  tell  their  people  in  the  field 
that  they  must  make  it  plain.  So  there 
is  no  obligation  upon  the  Congress,  by 
their  own  testimony,  and  it  is  entirely 
contingent. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  cf  th.r 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired.  AU 
time  has  expired. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Preferential  motion  offered  by  Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen  : 

Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  moves  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  with  the  recommendation  that 
the  enacting  clause  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chanman,  I  have  not  had  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  present  a  few  minutes’  argument 
in  behalf  of  an  amendment  of  mine, 
which  is  at  the  desk,  and  which  argu¬ 
ment  I  was  not  able  to  present  due  to 
the  limitation  of  time.  Consequently,  I 
am  using  this  parliamentary  maneuver 
to  gain  the  floor  and  urge  consideration 
for  this  amendment  which  will  be  offered 
shortly. 

The  $15,000,000  allocated  in  this  bill 
for  the  county  and  township  AAA  com¬ 
mittees  will,  frankly  speaking,  not  do  the 
job  this  year.  As  i  said  yesterday,  these 
men  will  have  just  about  as  much  to  do 
allocating  one  hundred  and  fifty  millions 
as  double  that  amount.  To  me,  the 
county  and  township  set-up  means  the 
heart  of  our  price-support  structure. 
This  is  the  machinery  we  must  have  so 
as  to  be  ready  to  seal  grains  for  the 
commodity-credit  loans.  These  loans  are 
the  floor  imder  our  price  structure,  and 
without  a  decent  price  no  farmer  can 
live  as  they  are  entitled  to  live.  I  regret 
this  necessity  of  our  not  continuing  the 
triple-A  payments,  but,  as  I  have  stated 
before,  Mr.  Chairman,  agriculture  can  do 
without  these  payments  so  as  to  help 
our  Nation  meet  the  tremendous  national 
debt  of  $259,000,000,000.  'We,  as  farmers, 
are  willing  to  contribute  the  triple-A 
payments  to  the  United  States  in  return 
for  a  floor  under  our  farm  prices.  That 
floor  is  provided  for  through  commodity- 
credit  loans.  I  repeat,  we  need  our 
county  and  township  committeemen  to 
service  these  loans.  'Where  would  we  as 
farmers  be  without  the  Steagall  amend¬ 
ment?  The  money  in  this  bill  will  not 
do  the  job,  and  I  hope  that  you  people 
will  see  fit  to  further  allocate  to  them  an 
additional  $5,000,000  for  that  purpose,  so 
that  we  can  preserve  the  all-important 
county  and  township  committees,  and 
pay  them  for  their  work,  so  that  they  will 
be  available  in  the  future  for  whatever 
operation  which  might  be  necessary  to 
assure  adequate  minimum  support  prices. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  preferential  motion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  make  clear  what' 
is  Involved  here.  The  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
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deals  with  the  administrative  expenses 
for  the  conservation  and  use  program. 
As  the  matter  now  stands,  when  the  com¬ 
mittee  determined  to  cut  back  the 
amount  of  money  that  would  be  distrib¬ 
uted  to  the  farmers  and  left  available 
$150,000,000  it  became  necessary,  of 
course,  to  cut  back  the  administrative 
expenses  at  the  same  time.  If  you  did 
not  do  so,  you  would  be  in  the  unhappy 
position  of  spending  nearly  $7  in  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  every  $43  of  bene¬ 
fits  distributed  to  the  fai'mer.  You  ar¬ 
rive  at  that  figure  simply  by  taking 
$150,000,000  and  dividing  it  by  3,500,000 
cooperators.  Then,  if  you  took  the 
amount  originally  had  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses,  it  would  leave  a  very  sub¬ 
stantial  amount  to  distribute  a  very  small 
amount  of  money.  The  committee  cut 
that  back  to  $15,000,000  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  increases  it  to  $20,000,000. 

The  long  and  short  of  the  whole  mat¬ 
ter  is  that  we  are  trying  to  finish  the 
work  in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration,  but  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  would  add  $5,000,000  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses.  So  he  proposes 
to  pay  more  money  for  less  work.  That 
amendment  ought  to  be  defeated  because 
the  Congress  would  be  in  an  indefen¬ 
sible  position  in  seeking  to  approve  such 
a  high  administration  cost  for  a  modest 
amount  of  distribution. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  Is  the  amendment  now 
pending  before  the  House? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  the  amend¬ 
ment  he  will  offer  and  for  which  he 
sought  time  by  making  the  preferential 
motion  to  strike  out  the  enacting  clause 
because  the  time  for  debate  has  been 
limited. 

Mr.  PACE.  But  it  is  not  before  the 
House? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  not  before  the 
House.  The  vote  will  come  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  to  increase 
the  amount  in  this  bill  by  the  difference 
between  $165,000,000  and  $301,000,000. 
He  proposes  to  raise  this  bill  by  a  sub¬ 
stantial  $135,000,000.  I  hope  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  time  is  yet  remain¬ 
ing,  I  might  add  this  one  thought.  You 
know  there  has  always  persisted  in  my 
mind  a  statement  written  by  Charles  W. 
Kingsley,  the  great  author.  He  said 
there  are  two  kinds  of  freedom — there  is 
the  false  freedom  where  a  man  is  free 
to  do  what  he  likes,  and  there  is  true 
freedom  where  a  man  is  free  to  do  what 
he  ought. 

The  whole  story  here  is  that  there  is 
some  soil  conservation  that  the  farmers 
ought  to  do  themselves  instead  of  asking 
recompense  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury. 

We  are  trying  to  preserve  a  little  of  the 
Initiative  and  that  spirit  of  freedom  that 
has  been  manifest  in  this  country  and 
made  it  so  great  and  give  the  people  a 
small  measure  of  the  load  to  carry  in¬ 
stead  of  putting  all  of  it  upon  the  shoul¬ 
ders  of  the  Federal  Government. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  preferential  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen]. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  re¬ 
curs  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cannon)  there 
were — ayes  124,  noes  126. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  Mr.  Dirksen  and  Mr. 
Cannon  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  again  divided ;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
151,  noes  156. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  Ander¬ 
sen:  On  page  49,  line  5,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed",  strike  out  “$15,000,000"  and  insert 
“$20,000,000”. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
st^sits  it> 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Is  any  de¬ 
bate  permitted  on  this  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  answers 
in  the  negative.  All  debate  on  this  sec¬ 
tion  has  closed. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a 
substitute  for  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
point  of  order.  The  matter  is  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  debate.  Debate  has  been  closed 
on  the  paragraph. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  debate  has  been 
closed  on  the  paragraph.  The  Clerk  will 
report  the  substitute  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Cannon;  Page  49, 
line  5,  strike  out  “$15,000,000”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$23,584,956.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  substitute  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 
for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cannon)  there 
were — ayes  118,  noes  137., 

So  the  substitute  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  Ander¬ 
sen)  there  were — ayes  81,  noes  124. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  In  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  wiil  ap¬ 
pear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

SUGAR  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions,  other  than  those  spe¬ 
cifically  relating  to  the  Philippine  Islands, 
of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1100-1183),  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $56,000,000, 
to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1949: 
Provided,  That  expenditures  (including 
transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for  other 
than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not 
exceed  $1,326,115. 

Mr.  REEVES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REEVES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
requested  this  time  in  order  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  the  latest  de¬ 
velopment  in  the  investigation  of  the 
frauds  and  irregularities  which  occurred 
in  last  August’s  primary  election  in  the 
now  famous  Fifth  Congressional  District 
of  Missouri,  when  a  Member  of  this 
House,  Roger  C.  Slaughter,  my  prede¬ 
cessor,  was  “purged”  following  endorse¬ 
ment  of  his  opponent  by  the  President. 

It  has  just  now  been  reported  to  me 
that  last  night — following  yesterday’s  re¬ 
port  of  the  county  grand  jury — the  office 
of  the  Kansas  City  Board  of  Election 
Commissioners  was  broken  into,  the  steel 
safe  door  on  the  records  room  was 
blasted  off  with  explosives,  and  all  of  the 
ballot  boxes  containing  the  ballots  cast 
in  the  primary  election  were  removed 
and  taken  away.  News  of  this  latest 
outrage  by  the  criminal  political  gang 
which  has  ruled  Jackson  County  for 
many  years  was  received  this  morning 
during  a  session  of  an  investigatory  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  other  body,  while  the  At¬ 
torney  General  of  the  United  States  was 
testifying  before  the  committee. 

Believe  it  or  not,  the  Attorney  General 
assured  the  committee  that  he  intended 
to  order  an  investigation  of  the  circum¬ 
stances.  What  he  wants  to  do  is  apply 
a  hasp  and  lock  to  the  well-known  empty 
barn. 

He  had  his  opportunity  to  investigate 
that  primary  election.  It  was  a  matter 
of  common  knowledge  that  there  had 
been  widespread  fraud,  miscounts,  ballot 
stealing,  and  vote  buying — all  of  the 
same  things  which  had  resulted  in  mass 
convictions  in  the  Federal  courts  follow¬ 
ing  the  1936  election.  After  last  year’s 
primary  in  Missouri,  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  issued  a  directive  to  the  FBI — al¬ 
legedly  to  make  a  thoroughgoing  inves¬ 
tigation.  We  now  know  that  he  directed 
them  merely  to  interview  the  members 
of  the  board  of  election  commissioners 
and  two  reporters  for  the  Kansas  City 
Star,  John  P.  Swift  and  Ira  McCarthy, 
who  themselves  had  investigated  and 
exposed  specific,  flagrant  instances  of 
fr.aud  and  corruption.  This  close  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  scope  of  the  activities  of 
the  FBI  shows  plainly  that  the  intention 
was  to  whitewash,  not  to  investigate. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  man  who  called  for 
the  purge  of  Roger  Slaughter  in  that 
primary  election  is  the  same  man  who, 
in  1940,  while  a  Member  of  the  other 
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body,  bitterly  opposed  the  reappointment 
as  district  attorney  in  Kansas  City  of 
Maurice  L.  Milligan,  whose  courageous 
devotion  to  the  duties  of  his  ofBce  had 
resulted  in  the  indictment  and  convic¬ 
tion  of  a  small  army  of  election  crooks. 

I  incude  in  my  remarks  at  this  point 
a  copy  of  yesterday’s  report  of  the  grand 
jury  of  Jackson  County,  Mo.,  together 
with  certain  telegrams  which  have  been 
received  in  the  last  15  minutes.  I  urge 
the  Members  of  the  House  to  read  the 
grand  jury’s  report  in  its  entirety,  and 
especially  two  paragraphs. 

In  the  CiEctnr  Court  of 
Jackson  County,  Mo., 

AT  Independence, 

Criminal  Division  A,  March  Teem,  1947, 

May  27,  1947. 

Hon.  John  R.  James:  We,  the  grand  Jurors, 
sworn  and  charged  to  inquire  within  and 
for  Jackson  County,  having  in  mind  the 
charge  given  us  by  your  honor,  and  having 
completed  8  weeks  of  investigation  directed 
almost  entirely  to  a  consideration  of  evi¬ 
dence  of  irregularities  and  fraud  in  the 
August  6,  1946,  primary  election,  in  the 
several  townships  and  voting  precincts  of 
aald  county  and  in  the  city  of  Kansas  City, 
and  the  city  of  Independence,  Mo.,  respect¬ 
fully  submit  our  report. 

In  our  Investigation  we  have  duly  ex¬ 
amined  and  counted  the  ballots  cast  in  a 
relatively  small  number  of  the  precincts  and 
have  subpenaed  and  examined  many  wit¬ 
nesses. 

In  our  investigation  it  was  revealed  that 
In  some  precincts  ballots  were  deliberately 
miscounted  and  false  returns  made  of  the 
election  results  to  the  election  commis¬ 
sioners.  We  also  discovered  wrongful,  Illegal, 
and  wholesome  marking  of  ballots,  vote  buy¬ 
ing  and  bribery,  and  Illegal  participation  of 
party  workers  who  were  not  polling  officials 
In  the  counting  of  votes,  gross  negligence, 
carelessness,  and  indifference  on  the  part  of 
judges  and  clerks  in  the  performance  of 
their  duties. 

miscount  op  votes 

The  grand  jury  subpenaed  the  ballots, 
tally  sheets,  poll  books,  and  other  records 
from  the  election  commissioners  and  re¬ 
counted  the  ballots  in  certain  precincts. 
Miscounts  of  shocking  proportions  were  re¬ 
vealed.  A  significant  fact  is  that  where  a 
sizable  miscount  of  votes  was  found  the 
count  invariably  was  in  favor  of  one  fac¬ 
tional  slate  of  Democratic  candidates.  In 
not  one  instance  in  which  a  consequential 
miscount  was  found  was  the  miscount  in 
favor  of  a  candidate  other  than  the  candi¬ 
dates  upon  that  particular  factional  slate. 

The  grand  jury  recommends  further  in¬ 
vestigation,  Including  a  complete  recount  of 
all  ballots  in  the  race  for  the  Democratic 
nomination  for  Representative  In  Congress 
for  the  Fifth  District  of  Missouri,  by  the 
proper  authorities.  It  is  our  belief  that  Roger 
C.  Slaughter,  in  this  race  was  deprived  of 
the  nomination  by  a  fraudulent  miscount 
of  votes  and  by  other  types  of  fraud. 

In  the  race  for  the  Democratic  nomina¬ 
tion  for  presiding  judge  of  the  county  court 
of  Jackson  County,  Mo.,  the  grand  jury 
found  a  miscount  in  favor  of  John  H.  Thomp¬ 
son,  and  a  miscount  against  Perrin  D. 
McElroy,  which  was  more  than  enough  to 
deprive  Perrin  D.  McElroy  of  the  nomination. 

In  the  race  for  the  Democratic  nomination 
for  prosecuting  attorney  of  Jackson  County, 
Mo.,  the  grand  jury  found  a  miscount  in  favor 
of  James  H.  Anderson  and  a  miscount  against 
Michael  W.  O’Hern,  which  was  more  than 
enough  to  deprive  Michael  W.  O’Hern  of  the 
nomination. 

Our  investigation  revealed  a  deliberate, 
calculated,  and  premeditated  plan  to  mis¬ 
count  and  otherwise  steal  votes  from  these 
candidates. 


marking  ballots  foe  voters 

The  election  laws  and  the  rules  of  the 
election  commissioners  are  explicit  and  spe¬ 
cific,  that  ballots  may  not  be  marked  for 
voters  except  under  certain  circumstances 
and  then  only  after  an  oath  of  assistance  has 
been  made  by  the  voters.  It  is  apparent  that 
there  was  serious  disregard  of  these  laws  and 
regulations  by  certain  voters,  workers,  and 
polling  officials,  which  resulted  in  widespread 
fraud. 

vote  buying 

Our  investigation  left  no  doubt  in  the  mind 
of  the  jury  that  an  organized  plan  was  set 
up  by  certain  party  workers  to  pay  money  to 
voters,  and  that  sgme  voters  looked  forward 
to  and  expected  to  receive  money  for  their 
votes  or  for  voting  the  names  of  others, 
either  before  or  after  they  did  so. 

■IMPERSONATION  AND  GHOST  VOTING 

Our  investigation  revealed  that  in  certain 
precincts  the  names  of  some  registered  vot¬ 
ers  were  voted  by  Impersonators,  and  in  some 
instances  payments  were  made  to  the  im¬ 
personators.  This  type  of  fraud  can  only  be 
perpetrated  by  collusion  and  conspiracy. 

ILLEGAL  PARTICIPATION  IN  COUNT 

Our  investigation  and  indictments  further 
reveal  that  Improper  and  unauthorized  per¬ 
sons  were  wrongfully  permitted  by  the  pre¬ 
cinct  officials  to  handle  ballots  and  count 
votes,  and  otherwise  participate  in  the  prep, 
aration  of  the  official  returns  as  certified  to 
the  election  commissioners.  In  certain  pre¬ 
cincts  watchers  and  challengers,  usually  pre¬ 
cinct  captains,  unlawfully  and  wrongfully 
took  charge  of  the  ballots  after  the  polls 
closed  and  after  the  ballot  boxes  were  opened 
through  collusion  with,  or  intimidation  of, 
polling  officials.  In  all  precincts  where  this 
was  permitted  there  was  a  wide  discrepancy 
between  the  official  returns  as  certified  by  the 
polling  officials  and  the  true  count  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  grand  jury. 

NEGLECT  OF  DUTY  BY  POLLING  OFFICIALS 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  all  judges  and 
clerks  of  election,  individually  and  collec¬ 
tively  to  count,  canvass,  and  tally  all  of  the 
ballots.  Our  investigation  has  revealed  that 
this  procedure  was  not  followed,  and  in  some 
precints  the  ballots  were  unlawfully  counted 
by  only  one  or  two  judges  of  election,  and 
that  in  some  precincts  the  Democratic  judges 
and  the  clerk  alone  counted  all  Democratic 
ballots  while  the  Republican  judges  and  clerk 
alone  counted  all  Republican  ballots.  This 
practice  lends  itself  to  widespread  fraud,  and 
when  followed  plays  into  the  hands  of  un¬ 
scrupulous  officials,  and  others,  and  can  and 
does  usually  result  in  a  serious  miscount  and 
fraud  in  the  count  of  the  votes  cast.  It  is 
further  revealed  that  the  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions  requiring  all  judges  and  clerks  of  elec¬ 
tion  to  count,  canvass,  and  tally  all  ballots 
were  consistently  disregarded. 

The  jury  in  its  Investigation  found  that 
certain  judges  and  clerks  of  election  who 
served  in  that  capacity  on  August  6,  1946, 
could  scarcely  read  or  write.  The  jury  fur¬ 
ther  found  that  in  certain  cases  the  judges 
and  clerks  of  election  had  criminal  records. 

LACK  OF  MATERIAL  RECORDS 

We  were  handicapped  in  our  Invesigation 
by  the  fact  that  no  record  was  furnished  us 
Of  the  names  of  the  persons  who  Served  as 
watchers  and  challengers  in  the  various  pre¬ 
cincts  on  August  6,  1946,  and  we  were  further 
handicapped  due  to  the  fact  that  we  were  not 
furnished  by  the  Board  of  Election  Commis¬ 
sioners  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  with  a  book  of 
complaints  of  election  law  violations  as  we 
understand  they  are  required  by  law  to  keep. 
It  is  provided  in  section  12183  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  Missouri,  1939,  that  “It  shall  be 
the  duty  of  such  election  commissioners  to 
aid  in  the  prosecution  of  all  crimes  and 
offenses  against  this  article,  and  they  shall 
keep  a  book  in  which  shall  be  entered  all 
complaints  against  persons  alleged  to  be 
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guilty  of  the  violation  of  this  law,  and  when 
in  the  judgment  of  such  election  commis¬ 
sioners  such  offense  has  probably  been  com¬ 
mitted,  it  shall  be  their  duty  to  cause  a 
prosecution  to  be  Instituted  in  accordance 
with  he  provisions  of  his  article,  and  cause 
the  parties  to  be  punished  accordingly.” 

It  is  recommended  by  the  grand  jury  that 
in  the  future  the  Board  of  Election  Com¬ 
missioners  at  Kansas  City  require,  keep  and 
have  available  such  records  for  examination. 

FEDERAL  AUTHORITIES 

In  our  Investigation  of  vote  frauds  we 
have  confined  our  efforts,  of  necessity,  largely 
to  a  recount  of  the  ballots.  The  grand  jury 
strongly  stresses  the  fact  that  in  an  inves¬ 
tigation  of  vote  frauds  and  irregularities  the 
great  majority  of  the  fraud  can  only  be  sub¬ 
stantiated  and  proved  by  a  thorough,  scien¬ 
tific  examination  of  the  ballots  and  records 
by  competent  scientific  methods  by  trained 
men.  TTiere  were  definite  indications  of  con¬ 
spiracy  and  irregularities  requiring  such  ex¬ 
pert  services  bearing  on  the  identity  of  hand¬ 
writing,  pencil  marks,  finger  prints,  etc.  It 
is  a  matter  of  general  knowledge  that  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  has  such  expert 
examiners  and  facilities  to  carry  on  such 
an  investigation.  We  strongly  urge  that  the 
United  States  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
FBI  enter  this  investigation. 

FUTURE  GRAND  JURIES 

Due  to  lack  of  time  this  jury  has  b6en  un¬ 
able  to  complete  its  Investigation  of  vote 
frauds  in  the  August  6,  1946,  primary  elec¬ 
tion  as  instructed  by  the  Honorable  John  R. 
James.  The  jury  recommends  that  other 
grand  juries,  both  State  and  Federal,  fur¬ 
ther  Inquire  into  this  matter. 

INSTRUCTION  TO  FOREMAN 

The  grand  jury  unanimously  recommends 
and  hereby  instructs  the  foreman  of  this 
jury  to  forward  copies  of  this  report  to  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  and 
to  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Missouri  in 
order  that  they  may  be  fully  advised  of  con¬ 
ditions  as  we  have  found  them  In  the  August 
6,  1946,  primary  election. 

COUNTY  INSTITUTIONS 

The  jury  inspected  all  county  institutions 
and  while  in  every  instance  the  conditions 
were  not  all  we  desire,  we  did  find  a  disposi¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  superintendents  to 
make  needed  Improvements  insofar  as  their 
budgets  would  permit. 

We  found  in  our  investigations  several  in¬ 
stances  in  which  trained  personnel  had  been 
put  in  charge.  The  grand  jury  commends 
this  practice  and  urges  that  more  employees 
of  this  type  be  obtained  when,  and  where 
possible. 

We  wish  to  thank  the  Honorable  John  R. 
James,  judge,  the  prosecuting  attorney, 
James  G.  Kimbrell,  and  his  staff,  and  Mr. 
J.  A.  Purdome,  sheriff,  and  his  force  and  in 
particular  George  J.  Punshon,  deputy  sheriff, 
for  their  assistance,  guidance  and  helpful 
cooperation. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Hugh  C.  Moore,  Foreman;  J.  M. 
Slaughter,  L.  Robert  Evans,  John 
B.  Spence,  Nile  G.  Gilley,  Jay  W, 
Tice,  B.  J.  George,  S.  S.  Arnsome, 
Eleo.  C.  Wright,  Jr.,  M.  H.  Sig- 
fried,  Paul  Luther,  Winfrey  G. 
Nathan. 


Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Yesterday  afternoon  the  Jackson  County 
grand  jui’y,  which  has  been  investigating  the 
election  frauds  committed  in  the  Democrat¬ 
ic  primary  August  6,  1946,  filed  a  report  in 
which  it  expressed  the  conclusion  that 
Roger  C.  Slaughter  had  been  deprived  of  the 
nomination  by  reason  of  fraudulent  votes 
cast  and  other  Irregularities.  Tlie  grand 
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jury  further  recommend  that  the  Federal 
Government  enter  the  case  and  that  the 
ballots  be  counted  by  the  appropriate  au¬ 
thorities.  Last  night  the  vaults  of  the  elec¬ 
tion  commissioners  were  broken  into  and 
ballots  and  other  records  stolen.  Full  ex¬ 
tent  of  this  robbery  not  known  at  this  time. 
Jackson  County  Committee  for 

Honest  Elections. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Old  House  Office  Building: 

The  shocking  revelation  of  the  theft  of 
election  records  in  recent  primary  must 
challenge  the  most  rigid  investigation  by  all 
public  officials  having  jurisdiction. 

David  B.  Childs, 

Chairman. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  Building: 

Everything  lawfully  possible  should  be 
done  to  protect  sacred  voting  rights  and  to 
expose  those  who  prostitute  the  ballot.  Two 
World  Wars  and  many  personal  sacrifices 
waged  for  decency  in  government. 

Edward  L.  Scheufler. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  Building: 

Stealing  of  ballot  boxes  to  block  further 
investigation  of  vote  frauds  in  August  pri¬ 
mary  is  last  straw.  Senator  Kem  resolution 
Indicates  culpable  action  i.  '  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral.  /Congress  should  investigate  at  once 
with  view  of  bringing  impeachment  pro¬ 
ceeding;  expect  you  to  take  lead. 

Milton  W.  McGreevy. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr^ 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  uilding, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Hope  you  support  full  investigation  of  bal¬ 
lot-box  theft  and  the  lack  of  attention  by 
Federal  Government  to  vote  fraud. 

Ridenour  Raymond. 


Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  Building: 

Just  heard  of  the  destruction  of  evidence 
on  vote  fraud.  These  incidents  in  Kansas 
City  definitely  need  FBI  investigation. 

Mrs.  James  Ernest  Turner, 
President,  Twentieth  Century  Women’s 
Republican  Club. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  people  of  Kansas  Cjty  are  Incensed  at 
facts  disclosed  by  grand  jury  investigation 
and  by  Investigation  pursuant  to  Kem  res¬ 
olution,  showing  certain  Fedefal  officials 
have  Impeded  FBI  investigation  of  vote 
stealing  in  August  primary.  Now  the  ballots 
have  been  stolen.  Expect  you  to  take  lead 
in  pressing  congressional  investigation  with 
View  to  impeaching  any  Federal  officials 
whose  dereliction  in  office  has  aided  guilty 
persons  from  being  brought  to  justice. 

Grant  Stauffer. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building: 

With  the  grand  jury’s  report  now  complet¬ 
ed  positively  proving  election  frauds  it  seems 


most  necessary  that  Federal  investigation  be 
made  to  find  out  why  the  Attorney  General’s 
office  took  a  hands-off  attitude.  I  urge  you 
to  press  this  matter  with  all  vigor  to  see 
that  proper  justice  is  dealt  to  all  those  in¬ 
volved  in  a  most  serious  offense. 

Regards, 

Elmer  C.  Rhoden. 


Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
The  Honorable  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building: 

The  brazen  and  disgraceful  theft  of  ballot 
boxes  here  following  grand  jury  Investigation 
and  Indictments  is  most  shocking  to  all  de¬ 
cent  citizens  of  this  community.  Urge  you 
to  demand  immediate  congressional  investi¬ 
gation  of  United  States  Attorney  General’s 
office  laxity  in  not  taking  action  this  entire 
vote  situation  in  Kansas  City. 

Frank  A.  Theis, 

President,  Simonds  Shields  Theis  Grain  Co. 


Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  A.  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress: 

Yesterday  a  Jackson  County  grand  Jury, 
after  investigating  irregularities  in  the  pri¬ 
mary  election  last  August,  submitted  a  re¬ 
port  finding  wrongful,  illegal,  and  wholesale 
marking  of  ballots,  vote  buying,  and  bribery. 
Inasmuch  as  balloting  for  Federal  offices  was 
involved,  I  strongly  urge  that  you  demand  a 
congressional  investigation  of  this  deplor¬ 
able  corruption  of  the  franchise;  According 
to  press  reports  evidence  of  these  crimes  was 
presented  to  the  Attorney  General  but  no 
action  was  ever  taken.  I  urge  you  to  seek  a 
congressional  investigation  of  the  failure  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  act  in  this 
matter  and  in  line  with  the  grand  jury’s  re¬ 
port,  make  available  the  superior  facilities  of 
the  Federal  Government  in  unearthing  all 
the  Irregularities  to  the  end  that  guilty 
parties  may  be  properly  punished. 

Walter  R.  Scott, 

President,  Missouri  Republican  Club. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Hon.  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  Building: 

Local  grand  jury  has  disclosed  flagrant  vio¬ 
lation  of  law  in  connection  with  August  pri¬ 
mary.  According  to  the  press,  this  infor¬ 
mation  was  given  to  Attorney  General  of 
United  States  months  ago,  who  refused  to 
take  action.  Reported  ballot  boxes  now  have 
been  stolen  to  destroy  evidence.  If  Attorney 
General  had  acted,  this  could  not  have  hap¬ 
pened.  Congress  should  immediately  insti¬ 
tute  vigorous  investigation,  and,  if  investi¬ 
gation  justified,  take  action  to  Impeach 
culpable  Federal  officials.  You,  as  our  Rep¬ 
resentative,  should  take  lead. 

W.  C.  Shank. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1947. 
Congressman  Albert  L.  Reeves,  Jr., 

Old  House  Office  Building: 

The  theft  of  election  records  of  recent  pri¬ 
mary  is  most  disturbing.  I  believe  all  public 
officials  having  jurisdiction  should  immedi¬ 
ately  Investigate. 

Lou  ELLA  Adams. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  fifth  paragraph 
of  its  report  the  grand  jury  says  categor¬ 
ically  that  “It  is  our  belief  that  Roger 
C.  Slaughter  in  this  race  ■was  deprived 
of  the  nomination  by  a  fraudulent  mis¬ 
count  of  votes  and  by  other  types  of 
fraud.”  On  page  4  of  its  report,  the 
grand  jury  declares  that  “There  were 
definite  indications  of  conspiracy,”  and 
strongly  urges  that  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  the  FBI  enter  the  investiga¬ 
tion. 


How  long  will  the  Congress  tolerate  the 
kind  of  fraud,  and  violence,  and  election 
thievery  which  has  characterized  primary 
and  general  elections  in  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  for  many  years?  It  is  a  weak  and 
evasive  alibi  for  the  chief  law-enforce¬ 
ment  officer  of  the  United  States  to  say 
that  the  laws  are  inadequate  and  inef¬ 
fective.  They  were  adequate  and  effec¬ 
tive  enough  8  years  and  less  ago  to  con¬ 
vict  scores  of  persons,  representing  the 
same  corrupt  political  machine  in  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  who  had  been  guilty  of  no  more 
than  the  offenses  committed  in  the  pri¬ 
mary  of  last  August — offenses  which  have 
resulted  in  some  50  State  court  indict¬ 
ments  during  the  last  several  weeks.  If 
the  Federal  election  laws  require  strength¬ 
ening,  the  Congress  should  act,  and 
promptly. 

But  so  far  as  the  perpetrators  of  last 
August’s  primary  frauds  and  crimes  are 
concerned,  the  time  has  come — to  bor¬ 
row  words  which  made  history  several 
years  ago — to  move  on  them  again.  And 
I  do  not  mean  the  small  fry  alone. 
When  the  investigation  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  Mr.  Chairman,  a  far  broader 
aspect  of  the  situation  may  have  been 
presented. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  paragraph  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
take  this  occasion  to  state  that  no  mat-, 
ter  what  is  done  in  connection  with  the 
appropriation  for  soil  conservation  pay¬ 
ments,  I  hope  that  we  will  not  overlook 
the  value  of  the  county  committee  sys¬ 
tem  or  do  anything  to  diminish  its  im¬ 
portance.  Believing  as  I  do  that  there  is 
a  moral  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
gram  contained  in  the  appropriation  bill 
for  the  fiscal  year  1947,  I  supported  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri,  to  increase  the  appropria¬ 
tion  to  $300,000,000.  When  that  was  de¬ 
feated,  I  supported  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  to  increase 
the  amount  for  administration  in  the 
field  and  supported  a  similar  amendment 
on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota. 

Whatever  amount  is  finally  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  Congress  for  soil  conser¬ 
vation  payments,  the  work  will  have  to 
be  done  by  the  county  committees.  These 
committees,  of  course,  have  many  other 
duties  to  perform  in  connection  with  ag¬ 
ricultural  programs.  To  them  goes  much 
of  the  credit  for  the  success  with  which 
these  programs  have  been  carried  on  in 
the  past.  In  the  future,  it  is  my  hope 
that  we  will  have  more,  rather  than  less, 
administrative  control  in  the  local  com¬ 
munities. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Hill], 
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Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this 
time  to  interrogate  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  on  the  Sugar  Act  provision 
in  this  present  bill.  I  hope  the  Members 
have  in  their  possession  the  report.  On 
page  26  of  the  report  this  language  ap¬ 
pears: 

The  amount  allotted  for  payments  to  sugar 
producers  under  the  budget  js  $53,623,885. 

Further  the  report  states: 

However,  the  committee  has  decided  to  re¬ 
duce  the  national  office  administrative  ex¬ 
pense  item  by  $50,000,  which  will  make  that 
amount  additional  for  payments  to  sugar 
producers. 

My  question  is,  in  the  event  the  admin¬ 
istrative  funds  after  you  have  cut  them 
$50,000  are  not  sufficient  to  administer 
the  Sugar  Act,  how  could  it  be  admin¬ 
istered? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  On  the  basis  of  all  the 
testimony  we  are  satisfied  that  there  are 
more  than  enough  administrative  funds 
to  administer  this  program.  I  may  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  that  we 
have  increased  the  amount  that  will  be 
available  for  payments  to  sugar  pro¬ 
ducers  so  that  a  large  area  of  sugar  pro¬ 
duction  may  be  brought  into  cultivation 
during  this  crop  year.  In  addition  I  may 
say  this  has  been  quite  a  big  program. 
The  amounts  that  have  been  collected 
through  the  so-called  sugar  processing 
tax  have  averaged  more  than  $15,000,000 
In  every  year,  so  that  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  actually  realized  a  reason¬ 
ably  substantial  profit  on  this  operation 
from  year  to  year.  We  are  confident  that 
the  money  that  is  involved  here  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  purposes  is  ample  for  all  ad¬ 
ministrative  detail  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  the  act. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
May  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
again  to  what  the  subcommittee  chair¬ 
man  has  said,  that  this  program  on  do¬ 
mestic  sugar  has  not  cost  the  taxpayers 
a  single  penny  and  has  placed  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  more  than 
$15,000,000. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  I  commend  my 
able  and  distinguished  colleague  from 
Colorado  for  calling  this  to  our  atten¬ 
tion.  I  wonder  if  he  can  cite  any  other 
investment  made  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  which  brings  a  greater  return. 
Not  only  have  we  reaped  a  $15,000,000 
profit  but  we  have  supplied  the  Nation 
with  sugar. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  might  say  to  my  col¬ 
league  from  Colorado  that  I  think  the 
sugar  program  has  probably  been  the 
best  administered  of  any  program  in 
agricultural  activities  during  this  admin¬ 
istration. 

There  are  a  few  things  we  must  keep 
in  mind.  In  the  continental  United 
States  we  must  be  careful  how  we  proceed 
from  now  on  in  regard  to  Increasing 
sugar  acreages  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  and  not  curtail  acreage  from  our 
sugarcane  and  sugar-beet  producers. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

M)'.  HILL.  I  yield. 


Mr.  WOODRUFF.  Can  the  gentleman 
name  any  other  governmental  activity 
which  shows  a  profit  each  year? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  cannot. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  I  would  like  also 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to 
the  fact  that  according  to  the  best  re¬ 
ports  from  the  sugar-beet  industry  there 
is  now  a  surplus  of  sugar  in  this  country. 
I  might  add  that  a  committee  of  your 
Committee  on  Agriculture  that  has  been 
looking  into  tliis  sugar  supply  at  the 
present  time  feels  that  there  is  not  very 
much  reason  to  hold  down  the  American 
housewife  in  the  use  of  sugar  in  the  days 
just  ahead. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

NATIONAI,  SCHOOL-LUNCH  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
of  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  $45,000,000: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  for  matching  funds  from 
sources  within  the  States  derived  from  the 
sale  of  lunches. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which 
is  at  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Phillips  of 
California;  On  page  52.  line  23,  strike  out 
“$45,000,000”  and  insert  “$25,000,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chainnan,  in 
order  that  we  may  arrive  at  some  time 
limit,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
debate  on  this  section  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  and  amendments  to 
amendments  close  in  20  minutes. 


Mr. 

PRESTON. 

Mr. 

Chairman, 

object. 

- 

Mr. 

DIRKSEN. 

Mr. 

Chairman, 

move  that  debate  on  this  section  and 
all  amendments  thereto  and  amend¬ 
ments  to  amendments  close  in  25 
minutes. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cannon)  there 
were — ayes  126,  noes  101. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Phillips]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  LARCADE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LARCADE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LARCADE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
protested  so  many  times  about  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  giving  away  billions  of  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money  to  foreign  countries  and 
disregarding  our  own  people  and  coun¬ 
try  that  in  justice  to  my  constituents 
and  conscience,  I  must  again  raise  my 
voice  against  the  reductions  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  appropriations, 
H.  R.  3601. 

Agriculture  is  the  basis  of  the  economy 
of  our  Nation.  Agi’iculture  is  the  back¬ 
bone  of  our  country;  and  anything  which 
is  done  to  weaken  or  take  away  the 
governmental  services  of  this  industry  is 
bound  to  effect  the  entire  country. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  cannot  understand 
how  m. embers  of  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  other  Members  of  Congress 
representing  farm  districts  can  agree  to 
reduce  such  items  of  the  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  the 
school-lunch  program,  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion,  soil  erosion,  forest  protection,  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  administration, 
marketing  service,  to  conserve  our  natu¬ 
ral  resources,  and  all  of  the  other  serv¬ 
ices  which  are  so  important  to  our  agri¬ 
cultural  population,  and  all  of  which 
contribute  so  richly  to  the  prosperity  of 
our  country. 

Many  of  our  veterans  are  taking  up 
agricultural  pursuits,  and  to  my  amaze¬ 
ment,  even  appropriations  having  to  do 
with  programs  and  benefits  for  these  ex- 
service  men  are  being  either  discontinued 
or  so  reduced  by  the  reductions  in  this 
appropriations  bili  that  this  deserving 
group  will  be  deprived  of  assistance  to 
which  they  had  looked  forward  to  being 
provided  by  their  Government  through 
the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  Chairman,  many  times  I  have 
pointed  out  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
that  it  was  my  privilege  to  represent  one 
of  the  most  important  agricultural  dis¬ 
tricts  of  this  country,  and  I  take  this 
opportunity  to  say  that  as  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  my  district  I  have  opposed 
and  I  now  do  most  vehemently  oppose 
these  reductions  in  the  approprations  for 
the  important  and  necessary  services  to 
my  district  and  agriculture  in  general. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  following  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Phillips]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  there  is  no  man  on  the  floor 
who  is  more  interested  in  the  school - 
lunch  program  nor  more  in  favor  of  the 
school-lunch  program  than  I  am.  I 
want  it  understood  that  the  only  issue 
before  the  House  at  this  time,  no  matter 
what  oratory  may  be  heard  upon  this 
floor,  is  who  shall  supervise,  who  shall 
manage  the  school-lunch  program; 
whether  it  shall  be  directed  from  Wash¬ 
ington  or  directed  locally;  whether  it 
shall  actually  be  as  it  started  out  to  be, 
a  school-lunch  program  involving  sur¬ 
pluses,  or  whether  it  shall  become  a 
complete  nutritional  program  the  juris¬ 
diction  over  which  rests  no  longer  with 
the  Committee  on.  Agriculture  but  with 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor; 
and,  finally,  who  shall  pay  for  it. 

I  have  had  experience  with  this  pro¬ 
gram.  It  has  been  my  observation,  and 
this  can  be  supported  by  the  facts,  that 
the  best  programs  have  been  those  which 
have  been  supervised  locally,  managed 
locally,  and  for  which,  for  the  greater 
part  at  least,  local  or  State  money  has 
been  used.  Such  programs  for  years 
have  been  carried  out  by  churches. 
Rotary  Clubs,  Kiwanis  Clubs,  and  other 
groups  like  these,  as  well  as  by  school 
groups  like  the  PTA. 

There  must  be  some  sort  of  a  Federal 
clearing  house,  and  my  amendment  is 
directed  to  maintaining  Fedej-al  super¬ 
vision.  and  enough  for  an  actual  match- 
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ing  program,  and  to  let  additional  money 
for  the  program  be  raised  in  the  States. 

I  do  not  see  how  any  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  can  say  this  should  become  a 
paternalistic,  federally-supported  pro¬ 
gram  when  there  are  surpluses  in  every 
State  treasury.  We  have  in  my  State, 
for  instance,  a  balance  of  $430,000,000; 
you  apparently  have  in  the  treasury  of 
Alabama  a  current  balance  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  of  $30,000,000;  Mississippi  has 
$22,000,000,  and  States  which  are  spoken 
of  as  in  great  need  have  from  $3,000,000 
to  $501,000  000.  I  say  that  California 
can  well  afford  to  pay  the  costs  of  this 
program  in  California  out  of  its  own 
funds.  I  know  of  nothing  more  impor¬ 
tant  than  the  children  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

To  my  mind,  the  needs  of  children,  as 
future  citizens  of  the  United  States,  takes 
precedence  over  any  other  necessity  to 
be  paid  from  a  State  pocketbook.  I  think 
this  should  be  a  State-supported  pro¬ 
gram  and  not  by  Federal  payments.  For 
that  reason  I  offer  the  amendment  which 
Is  now  before  you. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  amendment  which  will  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  of  the  schiool-lunch 
appropriation  for  fiscal  1948  from  the 
$45,000,000  recommended  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  $75,000,000,  and  to  eliminate  the 
restricting  proviso  regarding  the  ability 
of  the  State  to  match  the  funds  derived 
from  the  Federal  Government  with  in¬ 
come  from  the  school  lunches  themselves. 
We  must  give  the  first  thought  in  this 
program  to  its  maximum  effectiveness 
and  the  second  thought  to  the  details  of 
the  business  arrangements  between  the 
Federal  Government  and  the  States.  I 
do  not  see  that  we  have  any  right  to  harm 
the  program  because,  the  business  ar¬ 
rangements  do  not  seem  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  appropriate  but  rather  that  every 
effort  must  be  made  to  improve  the  ar¬ 
rangements  so  that  they  are  suitable 
without  impairing  the  program.  We 
must  not  forget  that  the  whole  program 
is  provided  for  by  Public  Law  396  of  the 
Seventy-ninth  Congress  and  I  see  no  rea¬ 
son  for  departing  from  the  principle  ap¬ 
proved  by  that  act.  Therefore,  I  will 
vote  to  appropriate  the  full  amount  the 
program  required  for  the  next  fiscal  year 
as  set  up  in  the  budget — $75,000,000. 

As  I  said  at  the  time  I  fought  for  the 
deficiency  appropriation  for  the  school- 
lunch  program  for  fiscal  1947 : 

I  consider  the  school-lunch  program  a  part 
of  the  national  responsibility  for  health.  The 
program  of  a  hot  lunch  for  school  children 
has  met  with  the  universal  approval  of 
mothers,  teachers,  educational  authorities, 
and  Parent-Teacher  Associations.  The  cost 
is  infinitesimal  compared  to  the  benefits. 
The  health  of  the  child  determines  the 
health  of  the  man.  I  look  forward  to  legis¬ 
lation  which  will  be  a  national  expression  of 
the  responsibility  for  the  health  of  all  citi¬ 
zens.  The  school-lunch  program  Is  an  early 
and  a  necessary  step. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Buck]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  1^4  minutes. 
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Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  fJx.  Buck  :  On  page 
52,  line  23,  strike  out  “$45,000,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$11,470,400.” 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Na¬ 
tional  School  Lunch  Act,  ever  since  it 
was  first  presented  to  us,  has  been  re¬ 
plete  with  misrepresentation.  Origi¬ 
nally  declared  to  be  for  the  purpose, 
among  other  things,  of  encouraging  the 
domestic  consumption  of  nutritious 
agricultural  commodities  and  other  food, 
it  was  enacted  at  a  time  when  food  ra¬ 
tioning  still  prevailed  in  this  country 
and  when  millions  of  people  throughout 
the  world  were  starving.  Even  today 
when  our  fabulous  exports  of  foodstuffs 
are  depleting  our  own  supplies  and  caus¬ 
ing  prices  to  rise  proportionately,  the 
Administrator  of  the  School  Lunch  Pro¬ 
gram,  in  testifying  recently  before  the 
subcommittee,  made  the  outlandish 
statement  on  page  1151  of  the  hearings 
that  the  program  had  “provided  one  of 
the  best  possible  outlets  for  nutritious 
farm  products  that  might  otherwise 
contribute  to  local  or  national  food  sur¬ 
pluses.”  Proof  that  this  bureaucrat  did 
not  himself  believe  the  statement  I  have 
just  read  is  evidenced  by  his  further 
statement  two  pages  beyond  iri  the  hear¬ 
ings  which  reads: 

In  the  current  year,  with  the  exception  of 
potatoes  and  a  few  other  perishable  com¬ 
modities,  surpluses  suitable  for  the  school- 
lunch  program  have  been  limited. 

The  fact  Is  that  schools  have  pur¬ 
chased  food  for  the  lunch  program  with 
complete  freedom  of  action  and  in  disre¬ 
gard  of  whether  or  not  a  particular  com¬ 
modity  is  surplus. 

The  height  of  misrepresentation,  how¬ 
ever,  is  in  connection  with  State  match¬ 
ing  of  Federal  contributions.  I  am  cer¬ 
tain  it  was  the  impression  of  95  percent 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  that  this 
matching  would  be  bona  fide.  Yet  what 
do  we  find  was  the  actual  practice  for 
the  fiscal  year  1947?  The  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  have  expended  $72,975,000. 
State  and  local  governments  appropri¬ 
ated  but  $11,470,400.  The  difference — 
and  I  submit  that  this  is  one  of  the  most 
unconscionable  acts  of  financial  finagling 
which  has  ever  come  to  my  attention — 
was  made  up  by  the  assumption  that  the 
pennies  paid  by  the  children  for  their 
lunches  were  a  part  of  the  State  contri¬ 
bution.  Then,  for  good  measure,  the 
States  included  as  their  contribution  for 
matching  purppses  $25,000,000  of  un¬ 
audited  and  unauditable  “donations” 
from  churches,  parent-teachers’  associa¬ 
tions,  service  clubs,  and  so  forth. 

My  amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of 
reducing  the  Federal  contribution  to  the 
amount  actually  appropriated  for  school 
lunches  by  the  State  and  local  govern¬ 
ments  during  the  fiscal  year  1947. 

I  feel  that  even  this  sum  is  excessive  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  some  $260,000,000,000  in  the 
red  whereas  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
1946,  there  were  surpluses  in  the  treas¬ 


uries  of  every  State  in  the  Union,  as  per 
the  following  figures  published  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census: 


Alabama _ 

Arizona _ 

Arkansas _ 

California--. 

Colorado _ 

Connecticut. 

Delaware _ 

Florida _ 

Georgia _ 

Idaho _ 

Illinois _ 


Iowa  _ 

Kansas- _ 

Kentucky _ 

Louisiana  . 

Maine _ 

Ma,rvla,nd . 

Massachusetts _ 

Michigan . . 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Misannri 

Montana _ 

Nebraska _ 

Nevada _ 

New  Hampshire. 

New  Jersey _ 

New  Mexico _ 

New  York _ 

North  Carolina- 
North  Dakota--, 

Ohio _ 

Oklahoma _ 

Oregon _ 

Pennsylvania--. 
Rhode  Island--. 
South  Carolina. 

South  Dakota _ 

Tennessee _ 

Texas _ 

Utah _ 

Vermont _ 

Virginia _ 

Washington _ 

West  Virginla-- 

Wisconsin _ 

Wyoming _ 


$30,  000,  000 
11,000,000 
12,  000,  000 
430, 000, 000 
22,  000,  000 
29,  000,  000 
13,  000,  OOO 
38.  000,  000 
15,  000,  000 
10,  000,  000 
188,  000,  000 

89,  000,  000 
49,  000,  000 
27,  000,  OOO 

25,  000,  000 
27,  000,  000 

9,  000,  000 
33.  000,  000 
13,  000,  000 
84.  000,  000 
29,  000,  000 
22,  000,  000 
62.  000,  000 
9,  000,  000 
10,  000,  000 
5,000,000 
6,  000,  000 
42,  000,  000 

7.  000,  000 
501,  000,  000 

98,  000,  000 

17,  000,  000 
162,  000,  000 

26,  000,  000 
68, 000, 000 

180, 000, 000 
6,  000,  000 

18,  000,  000 
15,  000,  000 
32,  000,  000 
55,  000,  000 

3,  000,  000 

8,  000,  000 
74.  000,  000 

90,  000,  000 
22,  000,  000 
93,  000,  000 

8,  000,  000 


Thus  there  is  not  a  single  State  in  the 
Union  which  could  no't  adequately 
finance  its  school-lunch  program  with¬ 
out  any  participation  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  address  myself 
to  the  Members  of  the  House  who  repre¬ 
sent  the  States  who  will  pay  the  bulk  of 
the  cost  of  any  money  spent  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  for  the  school-lunch 
program. 

You  Members  from  Massachusetts 
should  know  that  your  State  will  receive 
back  in  benefits  but  43  cents  of  every 
dollar  your  taxpayers  must  pay  into  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  school- 
lunch  program.  For  Connecticut  tax¬ 
payers  the  figure  is  but  28  cents;  for  New 
York,  18  cents:  for  New  Jersey,  50  cents; 
for  Pennsylvania,  57  cents;  for  Ohio,  40 
cents:  for  Indiana,  67  cents;  for  Illinois, 
31  cents;  for  Michigan,  43  cents.  This 
program  short-changes  your  taxpayers. 
I  hope  you  will  all  bear  this  fact  in  mind 
in  your  consideration  of  this  appro¬ 
priation. 

(Mr.  BUCK  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
st&to  it 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  What  Is  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  situation  with  respect  to  amend¬ 
ments  that  are  pending?  The  time,  of 
course,  was  closed  on  this  amendment 
and  all  amendments  thereto. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Does  action  occur 
now  on  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Buck]? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  imme¬ 
diately  upon  the  presentation  of  the 
amendment  I  submitted  a  substitute 
which  I  sent  to  the  desk.  I  took  it  for 
granted  it  had  been  read. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  has  not. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  be  read  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Substitute  oSered  by  iUj.  Cannon: 

Page  52,  line  23.  strike  out  “$45,000,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$75,000,000.” 

Page  52,  line  23,  strike  out  the  colon,  in¬ 
sert  a  period  and  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  the  paragraph  through  line  25. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  As  I  understand  it, 
the  substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  is  not  presently  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
offered  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  could  not  have 
been  offered,  otherwise  it  would  be  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  at  the  present  time. 
I  want  to  be  sure  that  the  members  of 
the  Committee  appreciate  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  situation  and  the  things  on 
which  we  vote.  My  understanding  is  we 
vote  first  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Buck]  to  reduce  the  amount  from  $45,- 
000,000  to  $11,470,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  When  that  is  dis¬ 
posed  of,  then  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  will  offer  his  substitute  or  amend¬ 
ment  to  modify  the  pending  amendment, 
to  raise  it  from  $45,000,000  to  $75,000,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  What  about  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Phillips]? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  will  be  the 
last  amendment  voted  on. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
there  is  no  more  time  desired,  I  should 
like  to  be  recognized. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  are  others 
on  the  list.  The  Chair  recognizes  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Preston]. 

(Mr.  PRESTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 

fentleman  from  California  [Mr. 

hillips]  a  moment  ago  told  us  how 
much  he  loved  the  little  children  of 


America,  how  important  they  are  to  the 
country,  yet  in  the  same  breath  he  wants 
to  take  this  money  away  from  them. 
That  just  does  not  add  up  to  me. 

A  few  years  ago  the  big  tax  burden 
that  the  people  bore  was  by  State  and 
county  taxes.  Today  the  big  tax  burden 
is  from  taxes  due  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  States,  the  municipalities, 
the  counties,  and  the  various  subdivi¬ 
sions  of  our  country  are  not  getting  back 
In  return  the  proper  ratio  of  money  that 
we  are  paying  into  the  Federal  Treasury. 
Our  taxes  are  pyramiding.  This  pro¬ 
gram  is  a  program  which  works  as  a  re¬ 
turn  from  our  Federal  tax  dollars.  It 
is  a  uniform  program  that  provides  nu¬ 
tritious  lunches  throughout  the  entire 
United  States.  We  all  know  it  has  paid 
huge  dividends.  I  want  to  go  on  record 
favoring  the  amendment  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  to  in¬ 
crease  this  appropriation  to  $75,000,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Rivers]. 

(Mr.  RIVERS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  quote  from 
a  statement  issued  by  the  National  Con¬ 
gress  of  Parents  and  Teachers,  which  I 
submit  for  the  consideration  of  Congress 
with  the  hope  that  adequate  funds  will 
be  provided  for  this  necessary  and  worth 
while  program.  I  feel,  that  it  would  be 
neglect  of  our  duty  if  we  do  not  do  so. 

Today  the  number  of  school  children  who 
cannot  go  home  to  a  nourishing  meal  at  noon 
is  multiplying  rapidly.  For  example,  children 
attending  high  schools  or  consolidated  rural 
schools  often  cannot  go  home  for  lunch,  the 
large  areas  served  by  these  schools  make  for 
distances  too  great  to  be  covered  during  the 
noon  hour.  Also,  many  mothers  are  either 
employed  or  for  other  reasons  have  no  time 
to  prepare  and  serve  a  nutritious  lunch  dur¬ 
ing  their  children’s  brief  noontime  recess. 
Moreover,  children  of  the  same  family  who 
attend  different  schools  are  seldom  able  to 
get  home  at  the  same  time,  and  under  these 
conditions  lunch  at  home  becomes  a  hurried, 
unsatisfactory  arrangement.  Finally,  par¬ 
ents  living  in  large  cities  frequently  prefer 
their  children  to  remain  at  school  rather 
than  face  traffic  hazards  at  the  busy  noon 
hour.  Student  and  police  patrols  cannot  be 
effectively  operated  during  this  brief  mid¬ 
day  interval.  The  war  revealed  that  mal¬ 
nutrition  is  much  more  widespread  than 
most  of  our  people  realized.  It  was  found  to 
be  most  prevalent  among  the  low-economy 
groups,  but  many  young  people  from  families 
having  good  incomes  and  from  farm  homes 
having  an  abundance  of  food  also  showed 
dangerous  dietary  deficiencies.  These  could 
be  attributed  only  to  poor  food  habits,  cold 
and  unpalatable  meals,  and  unbalanced  diets. 
It  is  generally  believed  that  if  all  school  chil¬ 
dren  were  assured  a  nutritious  and  palatable 
meal  at  noon  the  health  of  the  school  chil¬ 
dren  could  be  greatly  Improved  and  founda¬ 
tions  laid  for  healthier  adulthood. 

The  school-lunch  program  should  be 
the  answer  to  this,  and  has  proven  that 
It  is. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
tMr.  Williams]. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can 
only  make  a  very  brief  observation  in 
the  time  allotted  me.  In  that  time  I 
want  to  restate  the  facts  that  were  cited 


by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Abernethy],  a  few 
minutes  ago.  I  want  to  point  out  to  you 
that  less  than  a  month  ago  this  Congress 
appropriated  $350,000,000  with  which  to 
feed  the  so-called  starving  people  of 
Europe,  half  of  whom  3  years  were  run¬ 
ning  bayonets  through  good  American 
belhes  and  yet  you  have  only  $45,000,- 
000 — less  than  one-seventh  of  that 
amount  to  spend  on  our  own  children. 

I  can  show  you  undernourished  chil¬ 
dren  now  down  in  the  State  of  Missis¬ 
sippi.  I  can  show  them  to  you  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  in  Arkansas,  in  Louisiana,  and 
other  places  and  I  assure  you  they  would 
be  in  a  pretty  bad  fix  if  it  were  not  for 
this  school-lunch  program.  I  think  it 
would  be  criminal  to  refuse  to  restore 
the  funds  for  this  school-lunch  program. 
If  you  vote  to  cut  the  funds  any  further 
for  this  item  or  if  you  leave  it  stand  at 
only  $45,000,000  you  ought  to  go  home 
and  hang  your  head  in  shame. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tu  extend  my  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Chaii'man,  in  its 
report  on  H.  R.  3601  the  Appropriations 
Committee  stated  they  are  reducing  the 
budget  of  the  school-lunch  program  from 
$75 .000,000  to  $45,000,000. 

According  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  396  covering  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  $10,000,000  was  authorized  to  be 
set  aside  for  nonfood  items,  which  in¬ 
cludes  equipment.  Thus,  in  effect,  there 
will  be  but  $35,000,000  left  for  food  in 
the  program. 

If  the  recommendations  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  are  taken  the  result  will  be  that 
States  will  have  to  do  one  of  two  things: 

First.  The  States  will  have  to  choose 
the  number  of  schools  within  the  State 
that  can  be  handled  throughout  the  next 
school  year,  which  in  turn  will  mean  that 
approximately  only  35  percent  of  the 
presently  participating  schools  will  be 
included  in  the  program. 

Second.  In  the  event  the  States  choose 
to  continue  the  program  in  aU  presently 
participating  schools,  it  is  estimated  that 
the  program  will  last  only  through  the 
first  half  of  next  year. 

I  feel  that  either  of  these  alternatives 
would  be  disastrous,  and  consequently 
urge  that  the  House  restore  for  the 
school-lunch  program  the  seventy-five 
million  requested. 

Everyone  familiar  with  the  wonderful 
work  done  by  this  program  should  insist 
that  this  project  be  maintained  in  its 
entirety. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked 
for  this  time  because  I  am  going  to  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  for  $75,000,000,  but 
I  want  to  say  this  in  the  short  time 
allotted  to  me,  that  we  have  26,000,000 
bushels  of  Irish  potatoes  in  excess  of  the 
needs  of  the  country.  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  why  a  great  committee  like  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  interested 
in  saving  funds  and  saving  food,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  could  not  have  worked  out  a  prop- 
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osltion  whereby  some  of  the  26,000,000 
bushels  of  Irish  potatoes  that  are  spoiling 
and  wasting  in  this  country,  and  which 
cannot  be  sold  at  home  and  abroad, 
might  not  be  given  to  some  of  these 
school  children  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  United  States.  If  we 
want  to  do  a  real  service  to  the  school 
children  of  the  country  as  a  whole  we 
should  make  some  arrangement  whereby 
some  of  these  funds  can  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  the  school  children 
with  food  that  otherwise  would  go  to 
waste  and  spoil  and  rot  in  this  country. 
I  commend  this  thought  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  as  a  proposition  of  a 
humanitarian  nature  that  he  can  work 
upon  without  expending  any  funds. 

Mr.  LYNCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LYNCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
reduction  of  the  school-lunch  program 
appropriation  from  the  $75,000,000  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
to  the  $45,000,000  recommended  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  the  Republi¬ 
can  majority  in  the  House  has  hit  the 
American  school  child  a  body  blow  where 
it  would  hurt  most — his  little  stomach. 
It  seems  almost  inconceivable  that  Re¬ 
publican  economy  should  go  so  far. 
When  we  see  the  program  of  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party  taking  shape  first  in  the 
form  of  big  tax  reductions  for  the  higher 
brackets  and  penny  reductions  for  the 
low-income  groups,  then  in  the  threat¬ 
ened  extension  of  excise  taxes  which 
would  put  the  burden  of  reducing  the 
national  debt  on  those  least  able  to  pay, 
later  in  the  reduction  of  the  various  ap¬ 
propriation  bills,  thereby  throwing  thou¬ 
sands  of  faithful  Government  employees 
with  years  of  service  out  of  work,  and 
finally  in  this  last  economy  move  of  cur¬ 
tailing  school  lunches,  we  are  filled  with 
well  grounded  fear  for  the  future  welfare 
of  the  country. 

We  have  voted  millions  of  dollars  for 
the  relief  and  rehabilitation  of  the  coun¬ 
tries  of  Europe,  some  of  which  were  our 
enemies.  But  when  it  comes  to  taking 
care  of  the  first  line  of  defense  of  our  own 
country — our  own  children — the  Repub¬ 
lican  majority  is  apparently  willing  that 
they  should  go  undernourished  and  un¬ 
derfed. 

I  have  time  after  time  heard  our  col¬ 
leagues  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  rant 
and  rave  about  communism.  Of  course, 
it  is  a  threat  and  a  danger,  but  it  is  be¬ 
cause  of  the  program  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred  to  before  that  it  will  become  a 
greater  danger  and  a  greater  threat  to 
this  coimtry.  Hungry  mouths  will  make 
Communists.  That  is  the  procedure  that 
Russia  is  using  to  Sovietize  the  countries 
within  its  present  sphere.  That  is  the 
procedure  that  will  make  Communists  in 
our  own  country.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  adopt  the  Cannon  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  school-lunch  appropriation  to 
$75,000,000 — it  will  be  the  humanitarian 
and  patriotic  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
usual  steamroller  fashion  of  this  Con¬ 
gress  the  majority  party  has  again  lim¬ 
ited  debate  on  an  important  amendment. 
I  wish  to  announce  that  I  shall  support 
the  substitute  amendment  offered  by  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]  which  seeks  to  increase 
the  inadequate  amount,  $45,000,000,  al¬ 
lowed  by  the  Republican  majority  for  the 
vitally  necessary  school-lunch  program 
to  the  amount,  $75,000,000,  requested  by 
President  Truman  and  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1948. 

Less  than  a  year  ago  Public  Law  396  of 
the  Seventy-ninth  Congress  which  I  sup¬ 
ported  was  approved  by  President  Tru¬ 
man  and  our  school-lunch  program  be¬ 
came  basic  law.  Now,  less  than  a  year 
later,  at  a  time  when  we  are  spending 
billions  of  dollars  for  foreign  relief,  the 
Republican  majority  of  this  House  scraps 
the  law  and  denies  a  pitifully  small  sum 
needed  for  the  most  valuable  assets  we 
have,  our  American  children.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  all  along  supported  our 
school-lunch  program  and  I  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  do  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Morris]. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
matter  has  been  before  us  on  another  oc¬ 
casion  when  we  were  asking  for  a  defi¬ 
ciency  appropriation,  and  I  had  some¬ 
thing  to  say  about  it  at  that  time,  as  well 
as  other  members  did  and  I  do  not  wish 
to  belabor  you  nor  to  criticize  you  and 
to  speak  in  terms  of  maudlin  sympathy 
about  the  poor  little  children,  and  so 
on.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  my  friends, 
the  poor  little  children  are  involved. 

I  wish  to  address  myself  in  this  minute 
and  a  half  that  I  have,  which  is  very 
short,  to  the  thought  of  the  strength  of 
our  Nation.  I  am  alarmed  and  worried 
about  this  great  Nation  of  ours  like  you 
are.  You  are  as  honest  and  sincere 
and  patriotic  as  I  am;  I  am  certain  of 
that.  But,  all  of  us  who  are  honest  and 
sincere  and  patriotic  American  citizens 
are  trying  to  look  not  to  the  next  elec¬ 
tion  but  to  the  next  generation,  and 
I  am  thinking  about  the  health  of  our 
Nation  and  the  strength  of  our  Nation, 
and  I  am  telling  you  that  there  are  very 
few  things  we  can  do  to  strengthen  our 
Nation  more,  in  my  judgment,  than  to 
keep  the  school -lunch  program  going 
in  a  big  way. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Sabath]. 

THE  SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM:  “WE  FEED  THE 

GERMANS  AND  JAPS  BUT  NEGLECT  OUR  OWN 

MOST  VALUABLE  CROP - OUR  CHILDREN” 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
sider  this  action  by  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  the  most  outrageous  of 
all  the  meat-ax  slashes  they  have  made. 

Last  session  we  passed  a  law,  after  long 
and  careful  consideration,  to  help  sup¬ 
plement  the  diet  of  undernourished 
children.  Now  they  come  in  and  cut  the 


appropriation  and  by  that  action  vir¬ 
tually  nullify  the  law. 

Millions  have  been  appropriated  for 
the  relief  of  hungry  and  needy  people  of 
other  countries.  For  the  terrible  Turks 
and  for  the  Greeks  you  have  appropri¬ 
ated  more  millions,  not  alone  to  feed  and 
clothe  them  to  provide  them  with  arms 
and  munitions. 

MONEY  TO  HELP  PRODUCE  RECORD  CROP — ^BUT  NOT 
FOR  CHILDREN 

We  have  appropriated  more  millions 
on  millions — and  you  have  voted  for 
those  appropriations — to  provide  fertil¬ 
izer  and  soil  conservation  programs  to 
help  the  farmers  produce  record  crops; 
but  for  the  most  valuable  crop  of  all,  our 
children,  the  future  citizens,  yes,  and 
soldiers,  of  America,  you  are  providing  a 
niggardly  sum,  grudgingly  and  disparag¬ 
ingly. 

Yes,  you  have  voted  for  appropriations 
to  save  the  cattle,  to  guard  against  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  to  feed  wild  ducks — 
but  to  feed  needy  children  of  our  own, 
American  children,  you  have  cut  down 
the  already  too  small  budget  by  $30,000,- 
000. 

My  colleague,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  has  told  you  that 
only  1  out  of  10  of  the  school  children 
obtains  the  free  lunch  available  under 
this  grant.  Let  his  figures  be  correct; 
yet  I  still  say  to  you  that  that  means  we 
can  make  it  possible  for  750,000  school 
kids  to  be  happy  with  a  hot  midday  meal, 
to  be  better  students  and  better  junior 
citizens,  and  to  grow  up  to  be  better  and 
stronger  and  healthier  adults. 

He  has  told  you  that  in  Chevy  Chase 
the  children  all  buy  their  own  lunches 
and  pay  the  regular  full  price;  but  he 
neglected  to  tell  you  that  Chevy  Chase 
is  perhaps  the  wealthiest  community  in 
Greater  Washington. 

THIS  ECONOMY  IS  A  CHEAT  ON  THE  AMERICAN 
PEOPLE 

I  have  voted  for  all  measures  designed 
to  help  the  American  farmer  to  raise 
his  income,  his  standards  of  living,  and 
these  wonderful  record-breaking  crops 
of  which  we  all  have  been  so  proud. 

No  one  has  begrudged  those  funds. 

But  now  for  the  benefit  of  children  who 
otherwise  might  not  be  able  to  eat  a 
lunch  at  all,  or  at  best  would  have  a 
scrap  of  bread  or  a  cold  boiled*  egg,  I 
surmise  that  all  of  you  will  vote  for  this 
paltry  sum  on  the  pretext  of  economy. 

What  a  cheat  you  are  giving  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people. 

You  have  just  passed  a  bill  reducing 
the  tax  bill  of  the  wealthy  by  $3,000,000,- 
000.  Is  this  the  way  you  will  make  it 
up — by  taking  even  the  lunches  away 
from  poor,  defenseless  urchins? 

FOLLOWING  DICTATES  OF  PARTY  LEADER 

In  all  this  you  are,  I  presume,  fol¬ 
lowing  the  advice  of  your  real  party 
leader,  former  President  Hoover,  for  he 
testified  before  a  House  committee  only 
a  few  days  ago  that  he  is  in  favor  of 
feeding  the  Japanese  and  the  Germans, 
though  we  still  have  not  started  to  bring 
back  the  bodies  of  our  300,000  dead,  and 
our  hospitals  still  are  overcrowded 
with  the  maimed  from  the  war  of  re¬ 
sistance  against  their  aggressions.  I  sup¬ 
pose  this  is  on  the  theory  that  we  started 
the  war  against  the  Nazis  and  the  Japs. 
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I  well  remember  that  it  was  this  same 
President  Hoover  who  prevented  money 
appropriated  for  the  relief  of  starving 
cattle  from  being  used  for  the  relief  of 
starving  people  when  it  appeared  the 
cattle  would  live  without  it. 

It  is  easy  to  understand  that  his  heart 
would  bleed  for  our  defeated  enemies  but 
not  for  our  own  underprivileged  children, 
who  may  be  the  next  victims  of  those 
enemies  when  they  have  been  rehabili¬ 
tated. 

You  have  done  everything  possible  to 
encourage  the  high  prices  which  makes 
it  harder  and  harder  for  underpaid  par¬ 
ents  to  feed  their  children,  with  the  cost 
of  bread  and  milk  nearly  doubled;  but 
you  will  not  do  this  little  bit  to  make  up 
for  that. 

The  American  people  will  not  soon  for¬ 
get  this  triumph  of  selfishness  over  hu¬ 
manity. 

(Mr.  SABATH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Bryson]. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  with 
your  indulgence,  I  should  like  to  speak 
to  you  briefly  anS  informally. 

A  matter  of  great  importance  which  I 
would  like  to  refer  to  is  the  school-lunch 
program  about  which  my  fellow  Carolin¬ 
ian  has  spoken  to  you.  I  am  very  much 
interested  in  public  affairs  now,  and  I 
have  been  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  I 
have  been  in  public  affairs  for  that  length 
of  time. 

I  can  truthfully  say  that  1  know  of 
nothing  for  which  public  moneys  are  ex¬ 
pended  from  which  we  receive  so  much 
value  as  the  school-lunch  program. 

In  my  State,  of  necessity,  we  have  had 
to  consolidate  many  schools.  I  would 
like  to  point  out,  too,  that  in  spite  of  the 
report  about  the  poor  schools  in  the 
South,  I  do  not  know  any  that  spends 
more  per  capita  than  the  State  of  South 
Carolina. 

I  might  add  that  that  assumption  as  to 
the  state  of  the  schools  in  the  South  is 
now  entirely  justified.  Lately  I  saw 
statistics  to  prove  my  statement  above. 
South  Carolina  is  carrying  a  greater  load 
than  any  other  State  in  an  effort  to  meet 
its  school  problems. 

Very  often  children  are  required  to 
travel  40  and  50  miles  to  school  in  our 
State  by  way  of  bus.  I  remember  when 
we  had  the  controversy  about  daylight- 
saving  time. 

I  have  seen  children  in  the  first  grade 
standing  on  the  highway  at  the  break  of 
dawn,  and  frequently  standing  in  the 
chill  of  the  early  morning  hours,  wait¬ 
ing  to  be  transported  40  or  50  miles  to 
school. 

I  have  children  in  my  own  home  and  I 
know  that  they  get  up  in  haste  and  con¬ 
fusion,  and  they  frequently  do  not  feel 
like  eating  breakfast.  As  a  result,  they 
go  away  to  school,  and  if  they  are  not 
provided  a  hot  lunch  during  the  midday, 
they  do  not  have  any  warm  food  until 
they  reach  home  at  the  close  of  day. 

I  cannot  too  strongly  endorse  the 
school-lunch  program. 

(Mr.  BRYSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


Mr.  PRICE  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  rise  in  opposition  to  this  cut  in  appro¬ 
priations  in  the  funds  for  our  school- 
lunch  program.  In  the  past  weeks  we 
■have  seen  this  House  vote  for  millions 
of  dollars  to  feed  the  hungry  of  Europe 
and  I  have  no  quarrel  with  that  pro¬ 
gram  but  we  should  remember  that 
charity  begins  at  home.  Why  should 
we  not  look  after  the  underprivileged 
of  our  own  States.  The  records  show 
that  millions  of  our  young  men  were 
rejected  by  our  armed  forces  due  to  the 
lack  of  proper  nourishment  while  they 
were  growing  into  manhood.  Let  this 
House  forget  political  promises  and  cam¬ 
paign  talk  when  it  comes  to  feeding  the 
children  of  our  country. 

We  can  go  along  with  the  Republicans 
on  their  economy  drive  in  many  in¬ 
stances  but  let  us  not  bring  such  ques¬ 
tions  into  this  argument. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  tins  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  disturbed  and  dismayed 
by  the  amendments  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Buck]  to 
reduce  the  child-lunch  appropriation  to 
$11,000,000  and  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Phillips]  to  reduce  it  to  $25,000,000.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  $45,000,000  appro¬ 
priation  recommended  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  is  not  enough  and  con¬ 
sequently  I  will  vote  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]  to  increase  that 
amount  to  $75,000,000. 

I  must  compliment  the  Republicans  for 
the  well-organized  steam  roller  they 
have  used  throughout  this  session  and  in 
the  consideration  of  this  bill  to  take  away 
from  the  American  people  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  children  the  help  and  the  assistance 
which  the  Government  should  rightly 
give  to  them.  The  result  has  been  that 
organization  has  triumphed  over  con¬ 
sideration  of  our  people’s  needs  and  the 
steam-roller  has  functioned  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  specific  Government  obligations 
and  duties  in  behalf  of  people  who  need 
our  assistance. 

I  am  amazed  at  the  callousness  of  the 
opposition  to  the  school-lunch  program. 
We  can  appropriate  millions  to  relieve 
the  distress  of  people  overseas,  but  we  find 
it  difficult  to  look  after  our  own.  I  have 
received  scores  of  letters  and  telegrams 
in  behalf  of  the  school  lunch  program 
and,  as  a  consistent  supporter  of  it,  I  will 
continue  to  give  it  my  full  support.  I 
hope  the  House  will  vote  to  Increase  the 
amount  for  the  school  lunch  program  be¬ 
cause  we  will  be  Investing  our  money 
In  our  greatest  national  asset — our  chil¬ 
dren. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Folger]. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  last 
year  on  the  6th  day  of  June  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  passed  this 
act: 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
Congress  as  a  measure  of  national  security, 
to  safeguard  the  health  and  well-being  of  the 
Nation’s  children,  and  to  encourage  the  do¬ 
mestic  consumption  of  nutritious  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  and  other  foods,  by  pro¬ 
viding  an  adequate  supply — 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust  that  we  will  not 
bypass  that  word  "adequate.”  If  we  in¬ 
tended  to  hold  out  to  the  people  of  this 
country  that  we  recognize  the  value  of 
this  program  and  that  we  propose  to  en¬ 
ter  into  an  agreement  with  the  several 
States  to  furnish  an  adequate  supply  of 
foods  for  the  school  children  of  this 
country,  we  ought  to  stand  by  it  now. 
With  all  due  respect,  I  suggest  to  the 
members  of  this  committee  that  it  is 
mockery  to  make  this  amount  less  than 
$75,000,000.  Let  us  be  sincere  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Missomi 
[Mr.  Cannon]  to  raise  the  appropriation 
for  school  lunches  to  $75,000,000  instead 
of  the  sum  of  $45,000,000  now  in  the  bill. 
I  expressed  myself  on  this  matter  in 
general  debate  yesterday  and  I  cannot 
say  much  in  the  short  time  now  allotted. 

'This  school  limch  has  been  written 
into  our  statutory  law.  The  law  author¬ 
izes  $75,000,000  as  the  Federal  contribu¬ 
tion  to  the  joint  State-Federal  program. 
I  am  supporting  this  amendment  to  ap¬ 
propriate  the  full  amount  authorized  by 
law. 

No  one  knows  better  than  I  do  the 
trials  and  tribulations  of  a  boy  being 
reared  under  hard  financial  circum¬ 
stances.  I  have  known  what  it  means  to 
be  hungry.  We  have  many  American 
children  now  who  know  what  that  means. 
I  consider,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this 
school-lunch  program,  this  provision  to 
give  a  school  lunch  to  children  standing 
in  need  of  it,  is  a  program  to  strengthen 
America  and  make  our  future  citizens 
not  only  strong  physically  but  strong 
mentally.  We  want  to  build  and  keep 
America  strong  and  certainly  this  school 
lunch  is  a  very  effective  way  to  do  it. 

I  cannot  too  strongly  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  Cannon  amendment  and  thus 
Insure  to  the  American  children  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  this  program.  I  make  this 
appeal  in  behalf  of  the  children  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  Stand  by  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Murdock]. 

(Mr.  MtJRDOCK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
all  the  puzzling  matters  that  face  the 
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American  people  today,  I  think  there  is 
more  confusion  and  more  indignation  on 
the  part  of  the  population  generally  con¬ 
cerning  the  acts  of  our  Government  in 
regard  to  this  one  thing;  that  is,  that 
we  are  voting  millions  and  billions  of 
dollars  to  aid  the  people  in  the  war- 
stricken  countries  and  even  the  enemy 
countries  and  doing  so  little  relatively  for 
our  own  people.  The  majority  are  act¬ 
ing  in  the  name  of  economy.  I  am  will¬ 
ing  to  see  work  done  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  to  rehabilitate  those  devastated 
lands,  but  I  hate  to  see  a  refusal  on  the 
part  of  our  own  Government  to  do  like¬ 
wise  for  our  own  sections  of  the  country. 
I  am  willing  to  clothe  and  feed  the  people 
of  the  world  but  we  must  not  neglect  our 
own,  and  we  are  doing  it  in  this  Agricul¬ 
ture  appropriation  bill  just  as  the  House 
did  in  the  Interior  appropriation  bill 
some  weeks  ago. 

When  the  school-lunch  program  had  its 
origin  the  idea  may  have  been  to  accom¬ 
plish  two  things  at  once,  to  distribute 
surplus  agricultural  products  of  food  and 
at  the  same  time  to  benefit  the  school 
children  by '  this  nutritional  program. 
It  may  be  that  the  first  objective  is  no 
longer  needed,  but  who  can  tell  when 
it  may  be  needed.  I,  too,  have  heard 
a  great  deal  of  complaint  about  spring 
potatoes  being  destroyed,  and  I  also  think 
it  is  a  shame.  Of  course  I  know  that 
new  potatoes  may  be  of  such  a  perishable 
character  as  to  make  them  entirely  un¬ 
suited  for  shipment  abroad  to  starving 
people.  But  that  does  not  necessarily 
prevent  the  use  of  such  food  for  Ameri¬ 
can  children.  The  other  great  value  of 
the  school-lunch  program  continues  to 
exist. 

With  so  many  millions  of  our  young 
men  disqualified  for  military  service  in 
the  war  because  of  lack  of  nutrition  in 
childhood,  it  ought  to  be  a  warning  that 
the  very  safety  of  our  Nation  depends 
upon  the  good  health  of  our  boys  and 
girls.  Even  if  we  no  longer  need  a  mar¬ 
ket  for  surplus  food  in  school  lunches, 
the  other  need  is  all-compelling,  and  we 
are  short-sighted  indeed  if  we  do  not 
exercise  great  generosity  in  implement¬ 
ing  the  program  with  suitable  funds. 
I  know  what  school  lunches  mean  in  the 
far  Southwest,  and  I  knew  that  even  in 
the  best  of  farming  communities  many 
children  are  suffering  from  malnutrition. 
Liberal  support  and  scientific  manage¬ 
ment  in  this  work  will  repay  the  Nation 
and  the  future  great  dividends.  A  sav¬ 
ing  here  is  expensive. 

[Mr.  ROBSION  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  ROBSION  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Koran]. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
now  merely  to  point  out  the  implications 
that  are  contained  in  all  these  amend¬ 
ments.  There  are  50,000  schools  having 
school  lunches  and  receiving  Federal  aid 
today.  There  are  over  200,000  schools  in 
the  United  States.  On  that  ratio,  you 
can,  by  multiplying  the  amounts  by  four 


times  find  the  implied  responsibility  this 
Congress  is  assuming  under  these  amend¬ 
ments.  Under  the  Buck  amendment  call¬ 
ing  for  $11,000,000,  eventually,  if  all  the 
schools  participate,  it  will  be  approxi¬ 
mately  $45,000,000. 

Under  the  Phillips  formula  it  will  be 
$100,000,000.  Under  the  committee 
Amendment  which  I  support  it  will  be 
$180,000,000,  eventually,  if  all  schools 
participate,  or  four  times  the  amount  in 
the  bill  which  services  50,000  of  our  200,- 
000  schools.  Under  the  Cannon  amend¬ 
ment  it  will  be  $300,000,000. 

I  want  the  committee  to  have  the  full 
Importance  of  all  that  is  implied  in  these 
amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Lemke]. 

(Mr.  LEMKE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sup¬ 
ported  the  school-lunch  program  here¬ 
tofore.  I  am  for  it  now.  I  feel  that 
some  of  my  friends  who  want  to  econo¬ 
mize  on  the  children  of  America  and 
who  talk  about  Inefficiency  and  waste 
are  among  those  who  have  voted  repeat¬ 
edly  to  give  billions  of  dollars  to  foreign 
nations,  much  of  it  for  waste  and  ex¬ 
travagance.  I  feel  the  time  has  come 
when  we  should  look  after  our  own 
people.  Charity  still  begins  at  home. 

Mr.  Chairman,  to  cut  the  budget  esti¬ 
mates  32  percent  in  the  appropriations 
for  the  Agriculture  Department  is  not 
justifiable.  It  is  true  that  there  are  du¬ 
plications  that  should  be  eliminated.  It 
is  equally  true  that  there  are  some  cuts 
that  should  be  made.  But  such  cuts 
should  not  be  made  on  wealth-producing 
projects  such  as  the  REA,  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  and  land-purchase  projects  for  vet¬ 
erans  and  others.  These  and  others  are 
wealth-producing  and  not  wealth-con¬ 
suming  projects. 

I  know  that  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  claims  that  the  REA  has  more 
money  than  it  can  spend.  That  may  be 
true  in  some  localities,  but  not  in  others. 
In  my  own  State  only  1  farmer  out  of 
10  has  electricity  in  his  home.  Modern 
facilities  demand  that  these  farmers,  who 
help  feed  the  Nation,  be  given  some  of 
the  conveniences  enjoyed  by  city  people. 
Modern  civilization  and  full  production 
demand  that  the  REA  be  extended  to 
every  farm  in  this  Nation  where  it  is  at 
all  practicable.  This  cannot  be  done  by 
cutting  the  REA  appropriations. 

The  REA  has  a  backlog  of  applications 
now  totaling  $240,000,000.  The  REA 
estimates  this  figure  will  be  $270,000,000 
by  July  1  against  which  it  will  have  only 
$10,000,000  in  unallotted  funds.  In  other 
words,  it  would  take  $260,000,000  to  break 
even  on  July  1 — without  any  money  to 
cover  new  applications  through  1948. 

The  truth  is  that  in  place  of  cutting 
REA  loans  $25,000,000,  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate,  the  committee,  realizing  the  great 
benefit  of  REA,  should  have  increased  it. 
If  the  REA  was  to  accept  all  of  the  appli¬ 
cations,  and  extend  the  benefits  of  the 
REA  to  all  the  applicants,  it  would  take 
$361,000,000  by  June  30, 1948.  I  feel  that 
at  least  the  $25,000,000  should  be  rein¬ 
stated. 


I  also  feel  that  the  28^/2  percent  cut  in 
administration  funds  will  mean  25  per¬ 
cent  fewer  farm  people  who  will  receive 
electricity  in  1948  than  if  the  cuts  were 
not  made.  I  feel  that  at  least  part  of 
these  administration  funds  should  be  re¬ 
stored.  A  2814  percent  cut  is  too  severe. 

The  committee  argues  that  the  REA 
co-ops,  when  once  set  up,  are  capable  of 
running  their  own  business  without  Fed¬ 
eral  supervision.  In  this  way  they  feel 
that  the  expense  can  be  cut.  I  do  believe 
in  local  self-government  but  the  commit¬ 
tee  forgets  that  the  REA  is  still  a  very 
young  institution,  and  that  its  activities 
are  still  expanding.  This  is  especially 
true  in  North  Dakota  and  other  States 
like  North  Dakota.  I  shall,  therefore, 
vote  to  restore  the  budget  estimate  in  the 
appropriation  when  that  amendment  is 
offered. 

Next  we  come  to  soil  conservation. 
Here  again  we  have  not  only  a  wealth- 
producing  project,  but  a  wealth-saving 
project.  A  project  that  prevents  deple¬ 
tion  of  our  soil.  A  project  that  prevents 
erosion,  and  the  dust  bowls.  Here  again 
the  committee  argues  that  the  program 
is  completed.  Yet  the  program  has  but 
started.  Surely  to  severely  cut  the  esti¬ 
mates  in  this  appropriation  is  a  mistake. 

This  is  especially  true  when  we  con¬ 
sider  the  foreign  commitments,  the  com¬ 
mitments  such  as  the  $3,750,000,000  gift 
to  Great  Britain,  the  $750,000,000  gifts 
made  recently  and  the  $27,000,000,000 
that  we  have  at  present  committed  our¬ 
selves  to,  but  that  I  am  satisfied  another 
administration  and  another  Congress 
will  repudiate. 

However,  be  that  as  it  may,  if  we  are 
to  continue  to  fulfill  these  commitments 
in  any  degree  at  all,  we  will  have  to 
conserve  our  soil.  We  will  have  to  pre¬ 
vent  soil  depletion,  erosion,  and  dust 
bowls.  I  shall,  therefore,  vote  for  and 
support  the  restoration  of  the  budget 
estimates  for  soil  conservation. 

I  am  proud  that  I  voted  against  the 
gag  rule  that  was  adopted  yesterday. 
That  gag  rule  permits  the  Appropriations 
Committee  to  write  the  Nation’s  laws. 
It  virtually  sets  it  up  not  only  as  an 
appropriation  committee,  but  as  a  legis¬ 
lative  committee.  I  feel  that  that  gag 
rule,  the  same  as  gag  rules  under  previ¬ 
ous  Congresses,  is  an  insult  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress. 

I  realize  that  first  we  gag  ourselves, 
and  then  say  we  cannot  do  anything  be¬ 
cause  we  were  gagged.  I  am  sorry  that 
so  many  of  my  friends  yesterday  voted 
for  the  gag  rule.  Party  regularity  must 
cease  when  the  Nation’s  welfare  is  at 
stake,  when  the  problems  of  agriculture 
are  at  stake.  These  are  not  party  issues ; 
they  are  American  issues. 

Under  the  gag  rule,  which  we 
adopted  yesterday.  Members  are  pro¬ 
hibited  from  raising  points  of  order. 
This  rule  was  expressly  adopted — delib¬ 
erately  adopted — to  permit  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  to  change  laws  as 
well  as  to  make  appropriations. 

Under  the  1935  law  there  was  a 
permanent  appropriation  for  agriculture 
of  a  sum  equal  to  30  percent  of  custom- 
duty  receipts.  This  amounted  to  about 
$148,000,000  each  year.  Under  the  law 
this  was  used  by  the  Department  of 
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Agriculture  to  steady  the  market  of  sur¬ 
plus  commodities. 

A  point  of  order  could  have  been  made 
against  this  on  the  groimds  that  it  is 
legislation  in  an  appropriation  bill,  but 
the  gag  rule  prohibits  this.  It  waives  all 
points  of  order.  I  shall  assist  and  do  all 
J  can  to  have  that  legislative  provision 
stricken  from  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  RohrboughI. 

Mr.  ROHRBOUGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  substitute  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri.  I  do  that  because  I  am  in¬ 
terested  in  young  people.  We  have  been 
having  reports  that  there  is  a  wave  of 
juvenile  delinquency.  It  is  mighty  hard 
for  young  people  to  be  good  when  they 
are  hungry.  I  do  not  know  whether  or 
not  as  we  grow  older  we  forget  how  much 
It  means  to  youngsters,  to  small  boys  and 
small  girls,  to  have  enough  to  eat. 

We  are  commanded  to  huhger  and 
thirst  after  righteousness,  but  I  tell  you 
that  the  people  who  are  hungry  physi¬ 
cally  cannot  hunger  and  thirst  after 
righteousness.  They  cannot  be  good.  So, 
I  support  the  amendment  to  prevent  mal¬ 
nutrition  and  to  promote  better  citizen¬ 
ship. 

[Mr.  POTTS  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  school -lunch  program  is 
primarily  a  measure  of  agricultural 
stabilization.  It  is  only  incidentally  a 
child-feeding  program.  The  sum  that 
will  tend  best  to  stabilize  the  agricul¬ 
tural  program  of  our  country  is  the  sum 
we  should  support.  In  my  opinion  that 
sum  is  seventy-five  million. 

While  some  States  may  be  prepared  to 
take  over  the  child-feeding  portion  of 
the  program,  other  States  are  not. 

My  district  is  primarily  an  industrial 
district.  But  I  recognize  the  complete  in¬ 
terdependence  of  industrial  and  agricul¬ 
tural  communities.  A  crippling  blow  to 
the  stability  of  agriculture  is  a  crippling 
blow  to  American  industry  and  vice  versa. 

It  is  poor  economy  to  cut  the  school- 
lunch  figure  when  that  cut  is  a  blow  to 
agricultural  stability. 

Furthermore,  how  can  we  justify 
crippling  the  child-feeding  feature  of 
the  program?  Which  schools  do  we  wish 
to  strike  out?  On  what  particular  chil¬ 
dren  do  you  wish  the  ax  to  fall? 

Mr.  JONES  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  opposed  to  a  number 
of  provisions  in  H.  R.  3601  and  hope  that 
they  will  be  corrected  by  proper  amend¬ 
ment.  The  over-all  cut  of  32  percent  in 
the  appropriation  for  the  Agriculture 
Department,  as  set  forth  in  H.  R.  3601, 
is  entirely  too  severe  and  deprives  the 
Agriculture  Department  and  the  farmers 
of  many  needed  services  to  which  the 
farmers  are  entitled  and  which  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  preserve  their  present  pros¬ 
perous  economy.  These  cuts  affect  not 
only  the  farm  program,  but  the  living 
conditions  and  welfare  of  the  farm  pop¬ 
ulation  throughout  the  Nation. 

I  am  especially  opposed  to.  the  provi¬ 
sion  which  reduces  the  allowance  for  the 


school-lunch  program  from  $75,000,000 
to  $45,000,000,  The  program  was  elimi¬ 
nated  by  the  House  deficiency  bill  for 
1947,  but  was  reinstated  by  amendment 
over  the  objection  of  the  Republican 
leadership.  Now  after  this  was  done, 
this  bill  reduces  this  much-needed  ap¬ 
propriation  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,000,- 
000  for  1948.  In  my  opinion,  this  re¬ 
duction  is  absolutely  unjustified  and  is 
a  step  backward  in  the  farm  life  of  our 
Nation.  It  comes  at  the  very  time  when 
this  much-needed  program  was  expected 
to  be  a  permanent  set-up  and  a  great 
advantage  in  promoting  not  only  the 
education,  but  the  health  of  the  children 
of  our  Nation.  It  is  a  disappointment 
to  everyone  concerned  in  this  splendid 
program  because  it  was  expected  that 
the  program  would  be  expanded  rather 
than  abandoned. 

We  have  not  time  to  enumerate  the 
many  advantages  of  the  school-lunch¬ 
room  program  or  the  benefit  that  the 
children  of  the  Nation  derive  from  the 
program.  These  are  demonstrated  by 
the  expansion  and  growing  popularity 
of  the  program. 

The  declaration  of  the  policy  con¬ 
tained  in  the  act  of  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress  is  as  follows;  “It  is  hereby  de¬ 
clared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 
as  a  measure  of  national  security  to  safe¬ 
guard  the  health  and  well-being  of  tne 
Nation’s  cliildren  and  to  encourage  do¬ 
mestic  consumption  of  nutritious  agri¬ 
cultural  products  and  other  food,  by  as¬ 
sisting  the  States  through  grants  and  aid 
and  other  means  in  providing  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  food  and  other  facilities 
for  the  establishment,  maintenance  and 
operation  and  expansion  of  nonprofit 
school  lunch  programs.”  In  Initiating, 
supporting  and  maintaining  the  national 
school-lunchroom  program,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  has  ren¬ 
dered  invaluable  aid  to  the  cause  of  pub¬ 
lic  education  and  to  public  health  in  all 
of  the  States  of  the  Union  and  it  seems 
a  tragedy  to  cut  it  out  when  it  probably 
is  just  entering  upon  a  period  of  its 
greatest  use  to  public  education. 

The  very  able  and  progressive  super¬ 
intendent  of  public  instruction  in  North 
Carolina,  Dr.  Clyde  Erwin,  has  urged  me 
and  the  other  members  of  the  North  Car¬ 
olina  delegation  in  Congress  to  support 
the  program  and  to  urgently  request  the 
Appropriations  Committee  of  the  House 
not  to  desert  this  important  needed  leg¬ 
islation  which  contributes  immeasurably 
to  the  health  and  education  of  the  chil¬ 
dren  of  the  United  States.  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  the  education  leaders  of 
many  of  the  States  of  the  Union  have 
written  similar  letters  to  their  Congress¬ 
men  urging  that  this  program  be  sup¬ 
ported  to  the  limit. 

I  hope  the  Cannon  amendment  will  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  submit 
a  letter  received  from  Mr.  W.  D.  Reyn¬ 
olds,  county  agent  of  Mecklenburg 
County,  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  giving  a  very 
intelligent  picture  of  conditions  of  agri¬ 
cultural  life  and  future  prospects  of  ag¬ 
riculture  in  the  United  States  provided 
that  the  agriculture  program  is  not  cut 
in  such  a  severe  way  as  to  handicap,  if 
not  destroy  the  farm  program  which  has 
proven  so  successful  and  has  made  the 


farmers  prosperous  for  the  first  time  In 
the  history  of  our  Nation: 

OincE  OP  County  Farm  Agent, 
Mecklenburg  County,  Charlotte,  N.  C. 
Hon.  Hamilton  C.  Jones, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Jones:  I  understand 
there  is  a  bUl  being  considered  by  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Committee  of  the  United  States  Con¬ 
gress  to  reduce  the  appropriations  for  agri¬ 
culture.  First,  let  me  suggest  to  you  that 
in  my  humble  opinion  farm  people  of  Ameri¬ 
ca  have  made  more  progress  during  the  last 
15  years  than  anytime  in  history,  and  I  sin¬ 
cerely  believe  that  one  of  the  big  factors 
causing  this  splendid  progress  has  been  the 
far-sighted  leaders  in  our  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  Congressmen,  Senators,  and  others. 
To  me.  it  would  be  no  less  than  a  tragedy  now 
to  hamper  this  progressive  segment  of  so¬ 
ciety  by  reducing  the  appropriations  of  the 
Federal  Government -to  such  a  point  that  our 
agricultural  agencies  would  not  be  able  to 
render  to  the  farm  people  the  same  good 
services  they  have  become  accustomed  to  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  few  years.  Liet  me  hasten  to 
assure  you  that  it  is  my  humble  opinion 
that  the  farmers  have  never  had  more  than 
their  share  of  the  appropriations  made  by 
our  good  Congress,  and  I  further  believe  that 
the  money  appropriated  has  'been  spent 
wisely. 

As  I  travel  over  the  county  and  State  and 
talk  to  farm  people,  I  am  almost  dally  re¬ 
minded  that  this  farm  or  that  farm  was  an 
old  run-down,  washed  away  farm  15  or  20 
years  ago.  But,  today  we  find  the  sou  being 
reclaimed  and  rebuilt  through  the  help  of 
the  agricultural  agencies.  I  am  particularly 
thinking  of  the  terracing  program  and  soil 
building,  the  farmers  being  encouraged  to 
plant  cover  crops,  pastures  and  forest  trees 
on  certain  spots  or  fields,  and  then  too,  the 
material  such  as  lime,  acid  and  potash  that 
the  farmers  have  been  educated  to  use. 
Through  the  help  of  the  Agricultural  De¬ 
partment  they  have  been  encouraged  to  use 
these  better  practices  In  a  number  of  cases 
by  certain  allowances  made  to  them  by  our 
good  Government. 

It  is  an  uphill  road  when  we  go  out  and 
talk  to  farmers  about  the  needs  of  their  soU 
and  they  explain  to  us  in  all  too  many  cases 
that  they  do  not  have  the  wherewith  to 
finance  the  project,  but  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  lends  encouragement  by  supplying 
certain  materials,  the  road  Is  made  easier 
and  progress  is  much  faster. 

Now,  we  have  heard  some  discussion  about 
the  over -lapping  of  certain  agencies,  but  in 
my  humble  opinion  that  is  merely  a  mole  hill 
and  it  has  been  developed  into  a  mountain 
by  people  who  do  not  know  how  the  different 
agencies  plan  and  work  together.  Certainly, 
that  is  true  of  our  country  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  that  could  not  be  true  in  every 
county  in  the  United  States.  The  county 
agent’s  program  is  purely  an  educational  pro¬ 
gram  while  the  Triple  A  for  Instance  co¬ 
operates  by  furnishing  some  of  these  ma¬ 
terials  that  we  have  spoken  of,  which  cer¬ 
tainly  helps  to  make  for  a  better  rural  condi¬ 
tion.  Let  me  assure  you  that  the  farm  peo¬ 
ple  are  asking  no  special  favors,  but  they  do 
feel  that  they  are  entitled  to  their  fair  share 
of  Federal  help,  and  it  is  useless  for  me  to 
tell  you  that  unless  we  continue  to  encourage 
the  farm  people  to  use  better  practices  in 
preserving  their  soil  when  cultivating  their 
crops  and  in  fact  in  using  better  agricultural 
practices  in  both  field  crops  and  livestock, 
America  stands  to  lose  much.  In  fact,  the 
whole  world  will  be  affected.  'We  must  give 
to  the  farm  boy  the  same  opportunity  that 
business  and  other  professions  offer. 

Your  continued  Interest  in  our  farm  peo¬ 
ple  will  not  be  forgotten  by  those  who  till 
the  soil. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  D.  Reynolds, 
County  Farm  Agent, 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen], 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  us 
get  the  parliamentary  situation  ironed 
out.  The  bill  as  reported  by  the  sub¬ 
committee  contains  $45,000,000  for 
school  lunches  with  the  proviso  that  the 
money  paid  by  children  for  lunches  shall 
not  be  considered  for  matching  purposes. 

The  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Phillips]  offers  an  amendment  to  re¬ 
duce  the  amount  to  $25,000,000. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Buck]  offers  a  substitute  amendment  to 
reduce  the  amount  to  $11,470,000. 

When  it  is  in  order,  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  will  offer  to  make  it  $75,- 
000,000,  which  was  the  budget  request. 

Let  us  see  where  we  are  on  this  thing 
and  notwithstanding,  I  hope  you  will 
pardon  me  when  I  say  it,  but  it  is  the 
only  adjective  I  can  think  of,  some  of  the 
mawkish  sentiment  that  has  been  ex¬ 
pressed  here,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  if  we 
did  not  offer  anything  in  this  bill,  there 
would  still  be  $160,000,000  for  school 
lunches.  Secondly,  let  us  make  it  clear 
that  this  is  not  a  free  lunch.  When  the 
deficiency  appropriation  bill  was  here  for 
$6,000,000  recently,  the  welkin  resounded 
in  the  well  of  this  House  with  talk  of 
free  lunch.  Let  us  see  what  Dr.  Ockley 
said.  Here  is  his  testimony:  “One  out 
of  every  nine  children  gets  a  free  lunch.” 

I  a.sked  him  that,  and  he  said,  “Yes, 
sir.”  He  said,  “One  in  nine  is  free,  and 
eight  out  of  nine  pay  the  full  amount. 
The  ninth  child  gets  a  ticket.” 

Now,  then,  they  can  go  right  on  with 
their  school-lunch  program,  even  if  the 
Federal  Government  did  not  contribute 
a  nickel  to  this. 

You  talk  about  potatoes  and  about  sur¬ 
plus.  This  is  a  cash  program.  When 
this  money  is  made  available  the  Depart¬ 
ment  sets  it  up  on  a  quartely  basis  and 
the  cash  is  allocated  to  the  various 
States.  Do  they  have  to  buy  surplus 
potatoes  with  it?  No.  They  do  not.  Do 
they  have  to  buy  any  food  that  is  in 
aboundance?  Read  the  testimony.  The 
Department  says  they  do  not  have  to  buy 
any  surplus  supplies.  We  have  no  con¬ 
trol  over  them.  It  is  a  nutrition  program, 
on  a  cash  subsidy  basis.  That  accounts 
for  the  fact  that  we  cannot  order  them 
around  and  tell  them  what  to  do  on  this 
thing,  without  writing  a  lot  of  provisions 
and  provisos  in  here  that  are  impossible. 
Now,  that  is  the  whole  story. 

The  logical  amendment '  is  the  one 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Buck],  because  if  you  are  going  to 
match  direct  appropriations  by  States 
and  counties,  it  is  $11,400,000.  So  he 
proposes  to  match  it.  That  is  the  law. 
If  you  want,  to  include  nonfood  assist¬ 
ance,  then  you  take  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia,  because  that  would  be  a  little  more 
than  direct  matching,  plus  the  $10,000,- 
000  for  nonfood  assistance.  Now,  why 
$45,000,000  in  the  bill?  First,  we  match 
the  direct  appropriations.  Secondly,  we 
include  the  nonfood  assistance,  and  that 
is  $10,000,000.  Then  we  give  credit  to 
all  donations  and  contributions  by 
churches,  by  luncheon  clubs,  whether 
they  are  offered  in  kind  or  cash  or  in 
materials  or  what.  So  I  thought  we  were 


extremely  generous  in  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  in  making  it  $45,000,000.  However, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr, 
Buck]  has  offered  the  logical  amendment, 
and  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Phillips],  who  has  given  special  study 
to  it  and  who  is  a  member  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  has  included,  no  doubt,  the  non¬ 
food  assistance,  and  reduced  it  from  $45,- 
000,000  to  $25,000,000. 

So  that  is  the  story.  Then,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  will 
come  along  and  ask  you  to  approve  $75,- 
000,000. 

Let  me  conclude  by  saying  that  only 
25  percent  of  the  Nation’s  schools  are 
being  fed  through  this  program  today. 
If  you  want  to  carry  it  out  logically, 
make  up  your  mind,  according  to  the 
testimony  before  the  committee,  that 
this  will  cost  the  Federal  Government 
somewhere  between  $350,000,000  and 
$600,000,000  a  year.  There  is  going  to 
be  an  end  to  it,  but  the  children  will  be 
fed  just  the  same. 

One  other  thing.  Out  in  Chevy  Chase 
they  have  a  school  and  they  serve  hot 
lunches.  Mr.  Horan’s  wife  goes  there 
three  times  a  week  to  that  school  to  help 
serve.  They  pay  25  cents  for  the  lunch. 
They  get  no  Federal  help.  They  have 
$600  in  the  school  treasury.  They  can 
buy  playground  equipment  if  they  want 
to.  However,  if  you  go  into  the  Federal 
program,  all  the  money  must  go  into  the 
program  and  there  will  be  no  opportunity 
to  use  it  for  playground  equipment.  The 
children  will  still  be  fed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen] 
has  expired. 

All  time  for  debate  has  expired. 

The  question  comes  first  on  the  sub¬ 
stitute  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Buck]. 

The  substitute  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  substitute,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Substitute  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Cannon  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Phillips  of  California: 

On  page  52,  line  23,  strike  out  ‘‘$45,000,000” 
and  insert  in  l^eu  thereof  ‘‘$75,000,000.” 

On  page  52,  line  23,  strike  out  the  colon. 
Insert  a  period,  and  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  the  paragraph  through  line  25. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  comes 
on  the  substitute  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr- 
Cannon]-. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  that 
I  ask  for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  Mr.  Dirksen  and  Mr. 
Cannon  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tell¬ 
ers  reported  that  there  were — ayes  139, 
noes  155. 

So  the  substitute  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question 
recurs  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Phillips]. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  we 
have  that  amendment  reread? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
the  Clerk  will  read  the  Phillips  amend¬ 
ment. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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The  Clerk  reread  the  Phillips  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  now 
recurs  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Phillips  1 . 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Phillips  of 
California)  there  were — ayes  85,  noes  153. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  expenses  necessary  tq^enable  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Colui^ia, 
$525,300. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  after  the  reading  of  line  10,  page 
52  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Phillips  of 
California:  On  page  53,  line  6,  strike  out 
“525,300”  and  Insert  “$725,300.” 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  may  I  have  the  attention, 
please,  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen],  and  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon],  and  presumably 
those  other  members  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  who  might  be  on  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  between  this  House  and  the  other 
body. 

I  am  introducing  this  amendment  so 
that  it  will  be  in  the  Record,  and  the 
discussion  will  appear  in  the  Record  at 
this  point.  This  item,  on  page  53,  ap¬ 
pearing  as  $525,300,  is  the  amount  of 
money  appropriated  by  the  subcommittee 
for  the  administration  of  the  marketing 
acts.  Heretofore  this  money  has  been 
taken  from  the  administrative  percent¬ 
age  of  the  section  32  funds.  When  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  came  to  the  subcommittee  this 
year  and  asked  for  an  appropriation,  they 
set  no  amount,  expecting  that  it  would 
be  taken  from  section  32  funds.  The 
subcommittee  appropriated  exactly  the 
same  amount  that  was  used  in  fiscal 
year  1947,  thinking  we  were  appropriat¬ 
ing  all  that  the  Department  wanted. 

It  is  my  belief  that  a  part  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds  will  be  released.  Imme¬ 
diately  the  administrative  percentage 
will  apply,  and  those  funds  may  then  be 
used  for  the  item  which  now  appears 
on  page  53.  I  am  therefore  putting  in 
a  figure  of  $725,300,  which  I  believe 
will  be  the  amount  needed.  I  am  sug¬ 
gesting  that  when  it  goes  to  the  other 
body,  the  committee  there  will  probably 
remove  this  item  entirely  from  this  po¬ 
sition  in  the  bill  and  will  apply  it  against 
the  administrative  percentage  of  section 
32  funds. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  that  the  amendment  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  and  that  I  may 
now  withdraw  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
the  amendment  is  withdrawn. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Iiiarket  news  service:  For  collecting,  pub¬ 
lishing,  and  distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail, 
or  otherwise,  timely  information  on  the 
market  supply  and  demand,  commercial 
movement,  location,  disposition,  quality, 
condition,  and  market  prices  of  livestock, 
meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy  and 
poultry  products,  fruits  and  vegetables,  pea¬ 
nuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural 
products,  $1,520,000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Dirksen:  Page  53,  line  19,  strike  out 
“$1,520,000”  and  Insert  “$1,527,500.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amount  involved  is  $7,500  for  a  market¬ 
ing  news  reporter  for  dairy  products  in 
the  Cleveland  area.  It  is  a  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Has  it  been  approved 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget? 

Mr.. DIRKSEN.  No;  unfortunately  it 
has  not.  I  had  not  hoped  it  would  be 
necessary  to  take  the  time  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  to  discuss  it,  but  I  shall  do  so.  A 
very  gracious  and  charming  Member  of 
this  great  deliberative  assembly,  the 
gentlewoman  from  the  State  of  Ohio 
IMrs.  Bolton]  spoke  to  me  about  this 
little  matter  quite  some  time  before  the 
committee  concluded  its  reports.  They 
have  a  marketing  news  reporter  for 
dairy  products  at  a  number  of  places,  in¬ 
cluding  Atlanta,  Detroit,  St.  Louis,  and 
elsewhere,  and  it  was  felt  there  was  a 
great  need  for  the  installation  of  two 
people  in  existing  office  facilities  at  a  cost 
of  $7,500  for  this  service.  I  think  it  is 
richly  deserved,  so  I  promised  the  lady 
that  I  would  bring  it  to  the  attention 
of  the  committee.  It  has  had  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  subcommittee,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  do  this  good  turn  for  a  very 
charming  and  very  competent  Member 
of  this  body. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment.  I  real¬ 
ize  it  is  a  lack  of  gallantry,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  to  oppose  any  proposition  from  the 
Member’s  district,  and  I  fully  concur 
with  what  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
has  said  about  her  charming  personality. 
I  am  very  anxious  to  go  along,  but  this 
bill  is  part  of  a  project  to  cut  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  budget  $6,000,000,000,  and  now  in¬ 
stead  of  cutting  the  budget  we  are  even 
going  above  the  budget. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  might  say  to  my 
very  genial  friend  from  Missouri  that  w'e 
could  set  up  1,000  offices  or  an  equivalent 
amount  for  the  amendment  he  offered  a 
few  months  ago. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Yes,  but  we  could  feed 
7.000,000  children  and  perhaps  that  is  a 
little  more  important  than  a  marketing 
service.  The  Department  has  not  recom¬ 
mended  the  expenditure,  at  least  we  have 
had  no  official  notice  of  it,  the  Budget 
Bureau  does  not  approve  of  it,  so,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  constrained  reluctantly 
to  oppose  the  amendment. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
fi'om  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Loans :  For  loans  under  title  II,  $60,000,000. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  ofifered  by  Mr.  Whitten:  On 
page  58,  strike  out  all  of  line  12  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following:  “Loans:  Title  I 
and  section  43,  $25,000,000;  title  II,  $60,000,- 
000;  in  all  for  loans,  $35,0W,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  paragraph  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  25  minutes,  the  last  15 
minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  will  reserve  the 
right  to  object  unless  the  next  to  the  last 
5  minutes  is  reserved  for  that  side  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Obviously  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  cannot  agree  to 
that.  After  all,  this  is  an  amendment 
that  departs  from  the  committee  action. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  mean  of  the  last  10 
minutes,  5  are  to  be  reserved  for  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  have  no  objection  to 
that. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate 
on  this  paragraph  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  25  minutes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  May  I  suggest  to 
the  gentleman  that  that  motion  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  point  of  order  since  there  has 
been  no  debate  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Very  well.  Since  no 
debate  has  ensued,  I  withdraw  my  motion 
for  the  moment. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
can  submit  a  unanimous  consent  request. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  want  to  en¬ 
cumber  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
further. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
provision  of  the  bill  does  not  represent 
the  considered  action  of  the  Republican 
majority  members  of  the  committee. 
This  committee  met  for  eight  long  weeks, 
and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  hearings, 
after  hearing  innumerable  witnesses,  the 
bill  was  marked  up.  After  8  weeks  of 
tedious  testimony.  In  many  cases  the 
committee  met  and  marked  up  the  bill. 
The  Republican  majority  members  of  the 
committee  subscribed  to  the  amendment 
which  is  on  the  Clerk’s  desk.  Ten  days 
after  that  happened  and  10  days  after 
the  clerks  had  filed  the  reports  and  the 
hearings  had  been  printed,  the  Repub¬ 
lican  steering  committee  met  on  Mon¬ 
day  a  week  ago.  The  next  day  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  called  back,  and  then  the 
majority  members  of  the  committee  re¬ 
opened  this  case  and  struck  out  the  $25,- 
000,000  for  the  farm-tenant-purchase 
loan. 

In  doing  that  action,  which  was  after 
the  committee  had  concluded  its  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  matter,  they  said  to  the 
American  veterans,  49,000  of  them  who 
made  application  for  the  purchase  of 


land  under  the  farm-tenant-purchase 
program,  “You  will  be  cut  off  and  denied 
the  privileges  that  have  been  given  to 
other  citizens  during  the  time  that  you 
were  in  the  service.” 

I  know  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  as  smooth  and  suave  as  he 
is,  is  going  to  say  that  land  prices  are 
high  and  it  will  add  to  inflation.  That 
is  not  what  they  said  to  those  boys  when 
they  were  out  on  the  battlefronts  fight¬ 
ing  for  their  country. 

I  say  to  you,  under  Judge  Tarver’s 
chairmanship  they  carried  a  provision 
which  protected  any  purchaser  in  that 
the  Farm  Security  could  not  approve  the 
purchase  of  a  single  piece  of  land  unless 
it  was  at  a  reasonable  price.  Thus,  this 
group  on  the  Republican  side  who  earlier 
subscribed  to  this  program  only  had  to 
write  such  protective  language  into  this 
bill. 

I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
further  that  by  striking  out  that  pro¬ 
vision  for  future  loans  they  are  striking 
out  the  35,000  applications  by  the  vet¬ 
erans  which  are  in  process  of  being  ap¬ 
proved.  When  you  go  back  to  your  re¬ 
spective  districts,  I  am  sure  you  will  have 
an  answ’er  for  this. 

But  as  I  was  saying  a  while  ago,  when 
you  were  acting  on  the  AAA  amend¬ 
ment  I  had  a  friend  from  my  State  w^ho 
was  defeated  for  reeleetion  to  Congress 
some  years  ago.  He  told  me  later,  “Every¬ 
thing  that  the  people  were  sore  at  me 
about  I  had  perfect  defense  for,  but  the 
trouble  was  they  would  not  listen  to  me.” 
Gentlemen,  you  may  have  a  technical  ex¬ 
cuse,  such  as  the  demands  of  your  party 
leaders  to  cut  out  this  program  of  farm- 
tenant  purchase.  You  may  have  a  call 
on  you  to  cut  out  AAA  payments  which 
you  guaranteed  last  year  by  your  action, 
but  I  am  saying  to  you  that  when  you 
break  faith  with  your  people  back  home 
in  your  districts  you  had  better  send  for 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ta¬ 
ber]  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  HalleckI  and  some  of  your  Repub¬ 
lican  leaders  because  you  are  likely  to 
need  them.  I  am  just  afraid  your  people 
back  home  w’ould  not  listen  to  them  at 
,  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  paragraph  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  20  minutes, 
the  last  5  minutes  to  be  reserved  for  the 
comimlttee. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Cliairman,  I  do 
not  want  to  interrupt  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  but  under  the  rules  of  the  House 
on  a  motion  to  limit  debate  may  not  in¬ 
clude  assignment  of  the  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
withdraw  my  previous  motion  and  now 
move  that  all  debate  on  this  paragraph 
and  all  amendments  thereto  close  in  20 
minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
tenant  purchase  funds  ape  being  repaid; 

LOANS  NECESSARY  TO  CONTINUE  IMPORTANT 

SERVICE  FOR  FARM  VETERANS 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  Members  under¬ 
stood  this  amendment  and  the  conditions 
that  pertain  to  the  farm  tenancy  pro¬ 
gram,  I  believe  this  amendment  would  be 
agreed  to. 

For  example,  there  are  72,000  acres 
that  belong  to  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  being  liquidated  under  the  Tarver 
amendment.  None  of  that  land  can  be 
sold  unless  there  is  a  provision  by  which 
the  purchasers,  who  must  be  veterans, 
can  make  loans.  Unless  provision  is 
made  for  the  extension  of  loans  under  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Act,  that  land  cannot 
be  sold — 72,000  acres  of  it. 

The  gentleman’s  amendment  provides 
for  $25,000,000.  The  Administrator  tells 
me  that  60  percent  of  all  of  current  loans 
are  going  to  veterans  of  the  Second 
World  War.  That  means  that  $15,000,- 
000  would  be  virtually  earmarked  for 
them. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jdeld? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  think  the  gentleman’s 
position  is  further  enforced  by  the  fact 
that  the  members  of  the  committee  and 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI 
have  confidence  in  Mr.  Lasseter,  who 
is  head  of  the  Administration,  and  we  can 
be  sure  that  if  he  cannot  loan  this  money 
advantageously,  it  will  remain  in  the 
United  States  Treasury. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Exactly.  Mr.  Dtoksen’s 
comments  evidenced  that  in  the  record — 
his  praise  of  Mr.  Lasseter’s  forthright 
handling  of  this  program. 

Now,  here  is  an  opportunity  for  us, 
without  breaching  the  economy  policy, 
to  provide  for  several  hundred  or  per¬ 
haps  several  thousand  veterans  who  want 
land.  .The  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Whitten]  told  us  that  49,000  of 
them  have  applications  on  file.  This  is 
not  a  breach  of  the  economy  policy. 
This  money  is  being  paid  back.  The 
Government  has  loaned  $282,000,000  un¬ 
der  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  and  only 
$50,000  of  that  is  considered  lost. 

Moreover,  we  are  not  adding  to  the  in¬ 
flationary  influence.  Let  me  make  that 
clear.  There  is  a  reason  for  asserting 
that.  ■  The  reason  is  that  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law  we  passed  last  year  it 
is  sold  to  veterans,  not  at  its  present 
market  value,  which  is  an  inflated  value, 
but  at  its  earning  capacity  value. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Do  I  understand  if 
we  do  not  approve  this  amendment  that 
the  bill  which  the  gentleman  introduced 
and  which  the  Congress  passed  last  year 
will  be  ineffective? 

Mr.  HAYS.  It  would  be  of  no  effect 
whatever  as  to  these  remaining  farms 
because  the  loan  procedure  could  not  be 
used.  We  told  the  veterans  at  that  time 
that  we  were  going  to  take  the  rehabili¬ 
tation  project  land  and  earmark  it  for 
them.  In  addition  we  have  3,000,000  acres 
land  that  the  War  Assets  Administration 
will  certify  as  surplus  property  for  sale, 
some  of  which  will  be  available  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  farm  veterans.  The  Farm 


Credit  Administration  has  300,000  acres 
by  transfer  from  War  Assets  that  will  be 
for  sale.  We  should  sell  it  at  its  earning 
capacity  value  and  in  family  size  units  to 
veterans  of  the  Second  World  War. 

Altogether  we  have  loaned  to  44,000 
farmers  money  with  which  to  acquire 
title  to  land  under  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Act,  and  7,000  of  them  have  already 
paid  out  in  full,  although,  as  I  pointed 
out  yesterday,  they  are  40-year  loans. 
This  is  not  an  appropriation  of  $25,000,- 
000.  It  is  the  earmarking  of  a  loan 
fund,  practically  every  dollar  of  which 
will  be  paid  back. 

Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAND.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  probably  answered  my  question,  but 
is  not  this  program  working  out  advan- 
tageoa'sly  in  dollars  and  cents? 

Mr.  HAYS.  Exactly.  Thousands  are 
repaying  the  debt  in  advance  of  the  due 
date.  Now,  I  do  not  want  to  hit  below 
the  belt.  I  know  none  of  the  Members 
of  this  House  want  to  be  unfair  to  the 
veterans.  I  have  not  indicated  that  any 
of  you  are  unfair,  but  as  a  business  prop¬ 
osition,  to  help  some  of  the  650,000  who 
once  said  on  an  Army  questionnaire  that 
they  wanted  to  go  back  to  the  land,  we 
ought  to  continue  this  service.  This  is 
not  an  emotional  appeal.  It  is  good 
business.  The  Bankhead-Jones  program 
is  working  out. 

Let  us  take  the  $25,000,000  and,  as  con¬ 
templated  by  FHA,  devote  $15,000,000  of 
it  to  veterans  of  World  War  II  who  are 
filing  these  applications  by  the  thou¬ 
sands.  Let  us  put  the  emphasis  on  this 
farm  program  rather  than  on  the  regu¬ 
lar  veteran  farm  loans  under  the  GI  bill 
of  rights,  where  we  are  really  adding  to 
the  inflationary  pressures. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  in¬ 
dicated  by  the  gentleman  from  Arkan¬ 
sas,  this  is  not  a  gift.  It  is  a  loan 
and  a  sound  investment  of  Government 
funds.  There  is  not  a  single  good  rea¬ 
son  why  we  should  deny  this  Govern¬ 
ment  aid  to  the  underprivileged  farmers 
of  American,  and  especially  to  our  vet¬ 
erans  who  cannot  obtain  the  necessary 
assistance  from  other  sources. 

I  know  that  my  very  persuasive  and 
artful  friend  from  Illinois  will  try  to 
hang  this  thing  around  the  President’s 
neck.  He  will  blame  President  Truman 
for  the  destruction  of  the  tenant-pur¬ 
chase  program,  merely  because  President 
Truman  indicated  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  the  desirability  of  a  confer¬ 
ence  looking  toward  the  prevention  of 
Inflation  of  farm-land  values.  After 
the  President  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  the  letter  to  which  I  have 
heretofore  called  your  attention,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  held  another  star 
chamber  session  and  without  hearings 
of  any  kind,  but  under  the  lash  of  his 
party  leadership,  struck  this  $25,000,000 
from  the  bill  and  abruptly  ended  the 
tenant-purchase  program.  I  invite  the 
gentleman’s  attention  again  to  the  letter 
from  Secretary  Anderson,  which  I  read 
this  morning,  in  which  he  stated  defi¬ 


nitely  that  he  had  conferred  with  the 
President  and  that  the  President  assured 
him  definitely  that  he  did  not  intend 
for  his  letter  to  have  such  disastrous  and 
devastating  effect  upon  this  very  worth¬ 
while  program.  When  I  knew  that  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  would  attempt 
to  hold  the  President  responsible  for  the 
action  taken  by  his  committee,  I  com¬ 
municated  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  also  with  the  White  House, 
in  an  effort  to  ascertain  the  President’s 
views  with  reference  to  the  tenant-pur¬ 
chase  program.  I  realized,  of  course, 
that  the  President  was  at  the  bedside 
of  his  mother,  but  appreciating  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  matter  and  believing  that 
I  knew  the  President’s  views,  I  insisted 
that  he  be  advised  as  to  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  being  placed  upon  his  communica¬ 
tion  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
The  President,  within  the  last  48  hours, 
was  advised  of  the  interpretation  being 
placed  upon  his  communication,  and  the 
letter  from  Secretary  Anderson,  which 
I  read  this  morning,  explains  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  position. 

I  know  that  this  program  cannot  pos¬ 
sibly  be  continued  without  the  support 
of  at  least  some  of  the  Republicans  in 
this  House.  May  I  remind  you  of  the 
fact  that  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  bill  was  written  by  both  Republicans 
and  Democrats.  My  recollection  is  that 
it  passed  the  House  unanimously  only 
a  short  year  ago.  It  was  recognized  then 
as  a  sound  program.  Since  its  approval 
it  has  been  managed  properly  by  a  man 
who  has  made  an  excellent  record.  I 
beg  you  Republicans  to  reconsider  the 
action  of  your  committee.  Why  should 
we  single  out  veterans  from  the  rural 
sections  of  America  and  attempt  to  econ¬ 
omize  by  depriving  them  of  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  legislation  which  we  so  recently 
enacted  in  their  behalf.  You  say  you 
are  trying  to  protect  veterans  from  the 
evils  of  inflation.  If  you  are  so  inter¬ 
ested  in  veterans,  why  not  protect  all 
of  them  from  the  evils  of  inflation?  Why 
not  accord  the  same  treatment  to  the 
veterans  who  live  in  the  city?  All  of 
this  talk  about  inflation  is  nothing  but 
a  lot  of  ballyhoo  and  nonsense  and  a 
desperate  effort  on  your  part  to  cover  up 
the  real  purposes  you  have  in  mind. 
Loans  which  have  recently  been  made 
by  the  Farmers  Home  Administration 
have  averaged  slightly  more  than  loans 
made  in  the  previous  year.  The  Secre¬ 
tary’s  letter  to  me  indicates  an  increase 
of  only  $3  a  farm.  Suppose  the  average 
loan  has  been  somewhat  higher  than  in 
the  previous  year,  that  does  not  neces¬ 
sarily  mean  inflation,  because  there  has 
been  a  general  rise  in  prices  of  every¬ 
thing.  All  of  this  talk  about  inflation  is 
just  an  afterthought.  If  we  have  infla¬ 
tion  now,  certainly  we  had  it  30  days  ago, 
and  at  the  time  when  this  very  able  and 
distinguished  subcommittee  first  re¬ 
ported  this  measure. 

I  take  great  pride  in  the  successful 
operation  of  this  Agency.  During  the 
last  12  months  the  Agency  has  been  care¬ 
ful  and  cautious  in  making  loans.  I  have 
not  heard  of  a  single  unusually  large 
loan  being  made  anywhere  in  the  coun¬ 
try.  All  of  the  loans  have  been  small 
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loans  to  finance  the  purchase  of  family- 
size  farms.  Certainly  both  parties 
should  take  pride  in  the  record  which 
has  been  established  since  Congress  au¬ 
thorized  the  creation  of  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration. 

I  stated  earlier  in  the  day  that  vet¬ 
erans’  organizations  were  in  favor  of  the 
tenant-purchase  program.  At  the  Forty- 
seventh  Encampment  of  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars,  which  was  held  Septem¬ 
ber  4,  1946,  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted: 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Forty-seventh  An¬ 
nual  Encampment  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  of  the  United  States,  That  the  national 
legislative  committee  be  authorized  to  take 
such  action  as  it  deems  appropriate  to  in¬ 
sure  that  adequate  Federal  appropriations 
are  available  to  provide  the  credit,  guidance, 
and  other  services  required  by  farm  vet¬ 
erans;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  national  legislative 
committee  also  inquire  into  the  adequacy  of 
the  legislation  affecting  veterans  as  family- 
type  farmers,  and  to  the  extent  that  it  fails 
to  meet  the  needs  of  farm  veterans  so  advise 
the  Congress  and  the  various  agencies  and 
departments  of  the  Government  that  are  in¬ 
volved,  and  support  specific  legislation  affect¬ 
ing  the  welfare  of  veterans  as  family-type 
farmers  as  may  come  before  the  Congress 
from  time  to  time. 

On  February  16,  1947,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted  by  AMVETS  na¬ 
tional  executive  committee : 

Whereas  a  definite  service  can  be  ren¬ 
dered  by  assisting  veterans  of  World  War  II 
who  desire  to  become  farmers  and  there  is 
need  for  representation  by  Amvets  in  the 
making  of  policies  affecting  agriculture:  Now 
therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  a  national  agriculture  com¬ 
mittee  of  American  Veterans  of  World  War 
II  be  created  to  further  the  interests  of  vet¬ 
erans  who  are  engaged  in  agriculture,  such 
as; 

1.  Assistance  to  veterans  in  their  efforts 
to  purchase  and  to  become  established  on 
farms. 

2.  Further  extension  of  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion  power  lines. 

3.  Improved  farm-to-market  roads. 

4.  Better  rural  health  facilities. 

6.  Improved  rural  educational  facilities; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  this  committee  consist  of 
seven  members  to  represent  the  various 
phases  of  agriculture  throughout  the  Na¬ 
tion  and  to  be  selected  on  the  basis  of  train¬ 
ing  and  experience  in  agricultural  problems. 
This  committee  shall  be  composed  of  a  chair¬ 
man  and  a  member  from  each  of  the  six 
Amvets  districts,  the  district  members  of 
the  committee  to  be  selected  by  the  respec¬ 
tive  district  vice  commanders  and  the  chair¬ 
man  to  be  appointed  by  the  national  com¬ 
mander  and  to  serve  during  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  national  commander. 

Moved  by  William  Kipp,  of  Illinois.  Sec¬ 
onded  by  Joseph  Crespi,  of  Georgia.  Adopted 
by  unanimous  vote  of  national  executive 
committee. 

The  agricultural  policy  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion  as  expressed  May  16,  1946,  Is 
in  the  following  language: 

Veterans  are  coming  back  to  farming  at  a 
time  when  good  farms  and  farming  equip¬ 
ment  are  both  hard  to  find  and  expensive  to 
buy.  During  the  years  they  were  in  the 
service,  they  missed  their  chance  to  benefit 
by  the  good  yields  and  high  prices  of  the 
wartime  period.  By  every  rule — economic 
necessity,  law,  and  sentiment — the  veteran 
farmer  has  first  call  upon  opportunities  in 
the  field  of  American  agriculture. 

The  American  Legion,  however,  realizes 
that  in  many  instances  the  interests  of  the 


veterans  are  best  served  by  the  furtherance 
of  a  program  benefltting  the  entire  agricul¬ 
tural  population. 

Therefore,  the  Legion  supports  a  program 
for  all  farmers  and  asks  only  that  veterans 
receive  preference  in  obtaining  the  basic 
farm  needs. 

It  shall  be  the  policy  of  the  American 
Legion  to  endorse  and  encourage  adequate 
programs  to  make  available :  (1)  family-size, 
sound,  economic  farm  units,  (2)  short  and 
long-term  credit  at  low  interest  rates,  (3) 
farm  stock,  machinery,  and  equipment,  (4) 
farm  housing  facilities — and  it  shall  further 
be  the  policy  of  the  American  Legion  that 
veterans  shall  have  definite  preference  in 
acquiring  the  benefits  of  these  programs. 

It  shall  further  be  the  policy  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion  to  sponsor  extension  of  existing 
Government  credit  facilities  to  enable  dis¬ 
abled  veterans  to  obtain  farm  purchase  and 
operating  loans. 

It  shall  further  be  the  policy  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion  to  endorse  and  encourage  ade¬ 
quate  programs  to  make  available:  (1)  rural 
medical  care,  (2)  extension  of  power  lines  to 
rural  areas,  (3)  Improved  farm-to-market 
roads,  (4)  improved  marketing  facilities, 
(5)  extension  and  improvement  of  rural  edu¬ 
cation. 

It  shall  further  be  the  policy  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion  to  endorse  and  encourage  ade¬ 
quate  programs  to  conserve  and  extend  our 
natural  resources. 

On  March  7,  1947,  at  the  national  re¬ 
habilitation  conference  of  the  American 
Legion,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  the 
following  recommendation  was  adopted 
with  regard  to  the  activities  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture; 

That  the  United  States  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  should  make  available  maximum 
assistance,  not  only  in  providing  financing 
but  also  in  planning  and  sound  management 
guidance. 

You  take  your  positions  with  the  facts 
before  you.  The  Republican  Party  must 
take  full  responsibility  for  the  result 
achieved.  This  is  a  sad  day  for  American 
agriculture.  This  is  the  testing  ground. 
This  is  the  place  where  the  roll  is  called; 
the  place  where  the  truth,  however  cruel 
and  disappointing  it  may  be,  is  made 
known. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DlRKSENl. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can 
appreciate  the  difficulty  of  trying  to  ex¬ 
amine  2,800  pages  of  hearings.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  also  the  advantage  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  subcommittee  enjoy  because 
for  seven  solid  weeks  they  have  lived 
with  this  thing  intimately.  So  now  and 
then  inaccuracies  creep  into  the  debate, 
which  are  quite  natural.  That  is  under¬ 
standable. 

Let  us  look  at  this  whole  picture  a  mo¬ 
ment.  Is  it  such  a  heinous  crime  for  the 
chairman  of  a  subcommittee  to  confer 
with  his  own  leadership?  Have  you  gen¬ 
tlemen  not  done  it  for  14  years?  Is  it 
treason  or  a  felony  for  the  chairman  of 
this  subcommittee  to  sit  down  with  the 
distinguished  Speaker  of  this  House,  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Martin],  or  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  of  this  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck],  or  the  steering 
committee,  and  compare  notes  on  mat¬ 
ters  of  policy?  Is  there  something  so 
wrong  with  that?  But  that  is  not  the 
reason  there  was  a  reconsideration  of 
some  items  in  this  bill. 


That  reconsideration  took  place  on 
the  afternoon  of  May  20,  early  in  the 
week,  and  let  me  tell  you  why  it  took 
place.  It  was  on  a  previous  Saturday 
that  the  very  esteemed  President  of  the 
United  States  had  notified  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  convene  a  conference 
on  the  9th  of  June,  a  few  days  from  now, 
and  that  the  conference  should  concern 
itself  with  one  thing — the  appreciation 
in  land  values. 

What  did  the  President  say  about  it? 
First,  he  pointed  out  that  land  values 
had  appreciated  92  percent  over  the 
1935-39  level.  That  is  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  speaking;  that  is  the 
distinguished  President  of  the  United 
States  from  the  great  State  of  Missouri, 
your  President  and  mine.  He  pointed  out 
in  that  statement,  which  was  made  pub¬ 
lic,  that  in  the  last  12  months  ending 
March  1,  1947,  land  values  had  increased 
by  12  percent.  But  the  President  said 
something  more  than  that  which  in¬ 
trigued  my  fancy,  and  I  quote  him; 

In  many  areas  land  prices  have  reached 
peaks  which  cannot  be  sustained  by  prob¬ 
able  long-time  farm  earnings. 

In  addition  thereto  he  expressed  a  spe¬ 
cial  concern  for  the  war  veterans  of  the 
country  who  are  interested  in  buying 
land.  My  good  friend  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Hays],  and  my  good  friend  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley],  talked 
about  the  war  veterans.  .  I  am  interested 
in  the  war  veterans  and  the  President  is 
interested  in  them  also  and  does  not  want 
to  see  them  saddled  with  high-priced 
farms  which  in  the  face  of  a  recession  of 
commodity  levels  will  stick  them  and 
send  the  farms  back  to  the  Government 
or  make  them  lose  the  farms  as  a  result 
of  foreclosure. 

We  reconsidered  this  matter  and  we 
finally  took  out  farm-tenant  loans  en¬ 
tirely.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Whitten]  wants  to  restore  that 
$25,000,000. 

Let  us  see  in  dollars  and  cents  what 
has  actually  happened.  I  yield  to  no  one 
in  my  regard  fof  Mr.  Lasseter,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration.  He  is  a  grand  fellow,  he  is 
one  of  the  finest  administrators  in  Gov¬ 
ernment  today,  he  was  candid  and  forth¬ 
right  with  the  committee.  What  did  he 
say?  He  said  first  of  all,  and  this  is  in 
contravention  of  the  statements  that 
have  been  made  on  the  fioor,  that  farms 
did  not  increase  $3  over  last  year;  they 
increased  $1,700  over  last  year.  Here 
are  the  figures:  The  1945  average  was 
$5,947;  the  1946  average  was  $7,610. 
Those  are  Mr.  Lasseter’s  figures. 

But  he  said  something  more  and  you 
will  find  it  on  page  1416  of  the  hearings, 
if  you  are  interested : 

Owners  are  getting  fearful  right  now, 
owners  of  land,  and  they  want  to  sell  to 
veterans,  to  farm  tenants  who  can  qualify. 

The  owners  now  want  to  get  out  and 
get  the  high  price  and  stick  the  veteran 
and  stick  the  farm  tenant,  then  let  the 
Government  bail  them  out  at  a  later  date. 

Mr.  Lasseter  said  something  else,  and 
you  will  find  it  on  page  1419  of  the  hear¬ 
ings.  He  said: 

We  have  to  shop  around  very  carefully  to 
get  suitable  farms. 

They  are  very  difficult  to  get.  Now, 
there  is  an  opportunity  for  the  veteran, 
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and  you  gentlemen  who  have  made  a  case 
here  against  this  bill  yesterday  and  today 
have  not  told  the  whole  truth.  Why  do 
you  not  say  that  these  are  40-year,  3*72- 
percent  loans  and  that  there  is  an  op¬ 
portunity  under  the  GI  act  to  get  40- 
year,  3y2-percent  loans,  and  nearly  three 
times  as  many  have  been  made  in  the 
space  of  18  months  as  would  be  made  in 
twice  that  length  of  time  under  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration.  So,  the 
opportunity  is  there,  and  this  is  a  wise 
and  discreet  action  on  the  part  of  the 
committee,  and  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  not  prevail. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  IMr.  Whitten]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Whitten)  there 
were — ayes  94,  noes  129. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  solemnly  protest  the  tragic  action  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  in  fairly 
ruining  our  farm  appropriations.  This 
action  is  a  calamity  of  the  first  magni¬ 
tude  to  our  rural  sections.  Its  full  pro¬ 
portions  will  not  be  seen  for  some  time 
to  come,  but  every  section  of  the.  Na¬ 
tion  will  feel  the  impact  of  this  drastic 
reduction  within  the  next  few  months. 

I  feel  the  action  of  this  committee  in 
cutting  the  soil-conservation  payments  is 
especially  to  be  condemned.  Out  of  the 
full  sum  of  $300,000,000  recommended  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  as  being  the 
sum  necessary  for  this  year,  only  $165,- 
000,000  has  been  placed  in  this  bill.  This 
means  a  cut  to  the  AAA  program  for 
the  coming  year  of  $135,000,000  on  this 
item  alone:  and  for  the  year  following,  it 
means  the  elimination  of  the  entire  pro¬ 
gram. 

I  doubt  that  there  has  been  a  single 
phase  of  the  internal  program  which  has 
meant  so  much  to  the  farmer  as  the  soil- 
conservation  program  and  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  payments.  This  program  has 
transformed  barren  wastes  into  fertile 
producing  areas.  It  has  taken  sub¬ 
marginal  land  and  has  made  it  produce 
in  prolific  quantities.  It  has  made  it 
possible  in  this  time  of  world-wide  food 
scarcity  for  our  farmers  to  produce  all- 
time  records  in  crops.  Our  President  has 
called  upon  our  farmers  to  help  produce 
for  a  starving  world;  and  with  the  aid  of 
this  most  valuable  program  they  have 
gone  to  work  and  have  done  the  job. 
Millions  of  people  throughout  the  world 
who  otherwise  might  starve  will  now  live 
because  of  the  remarkable  results  from 
this  great  program. 

At  this  particular  time,  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  farmers  in  our  section  are  interested 
in  the  fertilizer.program.  They  have  al¬ 
ready  made  commitments  for  fertilizers, 
and  they  are  now  engaged  in  placing 
these  fertilizers  in  the  soil  and  over  the 
meadows.  They  are  moving  ahead  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  President  and  as  indicated 
by  the  statements  of  former  President 


Hoover  to  again  produce  a  record-break¬ 
ing  harvest.  The  world  fairly  cries  out 
In  anguish  for  the  American  farm  pro¬ 
duction,  and  our  farmers  are  working  as 
the  hungry  peoples  of  the  American  and 
other  lands  pray  for  the  harvest.  At 
this  particular  time  the  cut  of  funds  cre¬ 
ates  a  new  problem  for  them;  it  takes 
their  mind  off  their  work;  it  makes  it 
impossible  for  them  to  meet  some  of  their 
commitments;  and  it  most  assuredly  will 
affect  the  amount  of  the  harvest. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and 
servicing  of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages, 
the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made 
under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of 
assets  transferred  to  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration  pursuant  to  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  Act  of  1946,  $18,000,000. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Whitten:  Page 
58,  line  21,  strike  out  ‘‘$18,000,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  ‘‘$25,000,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  this  matter  deserves  the  serious 
consideration  of  each  Member  on  the 
floor.  There  have  been  many  times  in 
the  past  when  this  agency  was  the  Farm 
Security  Administration  that  I  certainly 
disagreed  with  many,  many  things  in 
connection  with  it,  but  the  gentlemen 
who  have  had  charge  of  it  in  recent  years 
have  done  a  splendid  job,  with  which 
I  think  all  will  agree.  Tlie  thing  you 
cannot  avoid  is  that  there  are  now  $800,- 
000,000  of  debts  outstanding  that  are 
owed  to  the  United  States,  and  those 
loans  must  be  serviced.  Those  people 
should  repay  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  should  pay  their  debts 
as  fast  as  they  can  during  the  time  their 
income  is  fairly  good.  The  man  who  is 
now  administering  this  agency  has  done 
a  splendid  job.  Last  year  he  was  one  of 
the  few  in  the  departments  who  came  in 
with  a  request  for  less  personnel.  This 
year  he  came  in  with  a  request  for  still 
less  personnel  than  last  year.  Last  year 
an  amendment  was  offered  on  this  floor 
to  reduce  the  administrative  personnel 
of  the  then  Farm  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  from  $24,000,000  to  $23,000,000,  only 
a  $1,000,000  cut.  At  that  time  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  this  committee 
opposed  any  such  amendment  and  said: 

There  are  many  outstanding  loans  that 
must  be  collected,  and  you  will  find  a  table 
in  the  hearings  to  the  effect  that  there  are 
$16,000,000  that  could  be  charged  off  at  the 
present  time.  So  if  we  reduce  it  too  much 
and  use  what  I  commonly  call  a  meat-ax 
technique  with  respect  to  this  administra¬ 
tive  appropriation,  we  may  lose  an  equiva¬ 
lent  amount  or  more  and  curtail  or  cripple 
some  of  these  functions. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  If  the  committee  ac¬ 
tion  stands  and  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  adopted,  it  will  reduce  this 
administrative  cost  to  2.4  percent  of  the 
amount  of  outstanding  assets  to  be  ad¬ 
ministered. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  right. 

The  fact  that  you  have  eliminated  new 
loans  will  not  cut  out  more  than  just  a 
few  people  in  the  administrative  person¬ 
nel,  but  this  agency  under  Mr.  Lasseter 
reduced  the  personnel  from  8,900  to  8,400 
last  year,  and  this  year  under  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  budget  reduced  it  from  8,400  to 
7,200.  The  committee  cut  this  fund 
from  $30,000,000  for  the  over-all  opera¬ 
tion  to  $25,000,000  in  its  first  meeting, 
and  10  days  later  went  back  and  cut 
out  an  additional  $7,000,000.  In  1  year 
you  are  reducing  an  agency  that  admin¬ 
isters  $800,000,000  of  loans  from  8,400  to 
4,250  administrative  personnel,  if  you  do 
not  adopt  this  amendment. 

If  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  was  cor¬ 
rect  last  year  in  saying  that  he  was  op¬ 
posed  to  the  use  of  a  meat-ax  technique, 
certainly  when  you  reduce  an  agency  to 
which  you  must  look  for  the  collection  of 
$800,000,000  and  cut  it  in  half  within 
1  year,  you  are  using  the  meat-ax 
technique. 

I  plead  with  you,  whether  you  are  in 
sympathy  with  this  program  or  not, 
whether  you  are  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
or  on  that  side  of  the  aisle,  where  you 
have  an  administrator  that  comes  in  and 
shows  you  a  good  record  of  reducing  per¬ 
sonnel  in  his  agency  by  1,000  or  1,500  peo¬ 
ple  each  successive  year,  I  say  that  when 
he  is  charged  with  the  obligation  of  col¬ 
lecting  $800,000,000  and  of  trying  to  see 
that  these  people  do  come  back  and  get 
to  be  good  citizens  and  farm  owners  and 
worthy  members  of  the  agricultural  fra¬ 
ternity,  it  is  poor  business  to  reduce  this 
appropriation  by  any  such  figure  as  from 
$30,000,000  to  $18,000,000,  to  reduce  his 
personnel  by  approximately  50  percent. 
I  think  this  amendment  certainly  should 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  believe  it  will  be  impossible  to  man¬ 
age  the  affairs  of  this  agency  properly 
with  the  small  amount  of  money  that  is 
now  being  provided? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  think  it  can  be  con¬ 
servatively  stated  that  we  will  lose  $50,- 
000,000  as  a  result  of  failure  to  provide 
properly  for  the  administration  of  this 
agency. 

Mr.  HULL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HULL.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  more 
than  30  years  the  farmers  and  small¬ 
town  business  people  have  been  in¬ 
terested  in  the  development  of  an  agri¬ 
cultural  program  which  would  bring 
some  security  and  advancement  to  the 
farming  sections  of  the  country.  Their 
claims  to  national  attention  and  Federal 
interest  have  not  been  readily  granted. 
The  idea,  centuries  old,  that  the  farmer 
should  supply  all  others  with  food,  fibers, 
and  general  assistance  regardless  of  his 
own  welfare  or  share  in  national  pro- 
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gress,  has  persisted  in  opposition  to 
every  move  to  bring  agriculture  to  a 
parity  with  industry.  In  consequence, 
the  program  has  been  slow  in  develop¬ 
ing  and  insufficient  for  its  purpose.  The 
aim  may  be  praised,  but  its  accomplish¬ 
ment  denied  by  those  who  fail  to  realize 
that  only  as  agriculture  propers  can  town 
and  country  alike  share  in  general  ad¬ 
vancement  and  enhancement  of  oppor¬ 
tunity. 

After  a  war  in  which  victory  was  made 
possible  by  the  united  endeavors  of  all, 
and  in  which  those  in  agriculture  fully 
met  every  responsibility,  earning  and 
gaining  universal  approval  for  their 
loyalty  and  the  success  of  their  en¬ 
deavors,  it  would  seem  that  there  should 
be  the  warmest  approval  of  expansion  of 
an  agricultural  program  rather  than  a 
determined  effort  to  cabotage  and  de¬ 
stroy  it.  The  program  is  not  perfect.  It 
needs  improvement.  Undoubtedly  it  has 
many  weaknesses  which  are  recognized, 
and  which  should  be  remedied.  The 
common  endeavor  should  be  its  proper 
expansion  and  the  broadening  of  agricul¬ 
tural  opportunity. 

Instead  of  expansion,  this  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  if  enacted,  will  bring  curtail¬ 
ment,  and  even  the  elimination  of  some 
activities.  It  s  based  upon  the  conten¬ 
tion  that  farmers  are  doing  better,  some 
are  making  money,  hence  an  insufficient 
program  should  be  supplanted  by  an¬ 
other  even  more  insufficient. 

The  national  debt  of  $259,000,000,000 
is  pointed  to  as  making  necessary  re¬ 
ductions  in  Federal  appropriations  for 
the  Agricultural  Department  which  ad¬ 
ministers  the  many  laws  passed  by  Con¬ 
gress  for  rural  betterment.  Regardless 
of  the  war  endeavors  of  the  farmers  at 
home  and  on  the  battlefields,  and  the 
wartime  restrictions  which  compelled 
them  to  live  and  work  under  severe 
handicaps  while  carrying  on  for  our  Na¬ 
tion’s  success  and  supremacy,  now  they 
are^called  upon  to  sacrifice  more  and 
more  while  our  Government  turns  its 
attention  and  its  resources,  including 
those  of  agriculture,  to  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  world. 

This  bill,  if  passed,  will  reduce  Federal 
expenditures  for  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
gram  by  $393,000,000,  or  about  35  per¬ 
cent  below  the  appropriations  for  the 
present  fiscal  year.  Nobody  objects  to 
the  minor  economies  which  can  be  ef¬ 
fected  by  stopping  unnecessary  depart¬ 
mental  expenditures,  the  discharge  of 
imnecessary  employees,  or  other  savings, 
even  though  small,  in  the  interest  of 
general  economy,  but  the  purpose  should 
be  to  improve  rather  than  to  destroy. 
Some  features  of  this  bill  serve  rather  to 
destroy  than  to  improve. 

Economy  is  a  broad  word.  Econo¬ 
mizing  on  agriculture  by  limiting  funds 
for  rural  electrification,  soil  erosion,  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration,  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administra¬ 
tion,  school  lunches,  and  other  impor¬ 
tant  activities  accomplish  relatively  little 
savings  when  compared  with  other  ac¬ 
tivities  which  add  many  times  as  much 
to  the  Federal  budget. 

For  instance,  in  today’s  press  is  the 
statement  that  our  Federal  Treasury  will 
expend  nearly  $5,000,000,000  for  foreign 


relief  of  various  kinds,  an  amount  12 
times  as  great  as  the  cut  in  appropria¬ 
tions  in  this  measure.  Recently  Con¬ 
gress  appropriated  $300,000,000  for  the 
rearmament  of  the  army  of  Greece  and 
rehabilitation  of  that  country.  At  the 
same  time,  another  $100,000,000  was 
voted  for  equipment  for  the  armies  of 
Turkey,  for  the  possible  protection  of 
the  American  and  British  oil  interests  in 
the  Middle  East.  In  these  appropria-  - 
tions  alone  our  Treasury  will  be  drawn 
upon  for  a  greater  amount  than  all  the 
savings  proposed  in  this  bill  for  agri¬ 
culture. 

Is  Congress  so  forgetful  of  the  heroic 
work  of  our  farmers  in  war  and  in  peace 
that  it  will  compel  our  farm  program 
to  be  without  funds  in  order  to  increase 
the  power  of  the  armies  of  Turkey  and 
Greece?  Must  agriculture  be  called  upon 
to  pay  the  cost  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
loans,  grants,  and  gifts  to  Greece  and 
Turkey? 

Must  the  expansion  of  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion,  for  instance,  be  stopped  in  order  to 
send  another  $78,000,000  to  Korea  to  re¬ 
build  the  ruined  industries  owned  by 
foreign  interests  in  that  country? 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 

Rural  electrification  has  come  a  long 
way  in  my  district  in  Wisconsin  since  the 
REA  program  began.  We  have  10  rural 
electric  cooperatives  that  are  now  serving 
more  than  22,000  members.  The  way 
these  farm  families  are  putting  electric 
power  to  use  for  their  own  profit  and  con¬ 
venience  is  a  dramatic  demonstration  of 
the  tremendous  good  that  can  come  out 
of  the  rural  electrification  program. 

The  money  that  REA  lent  to  these  10 
cooperatives  is  paying  dividends  to  the 
farmers,  to  the  communities  in  which 
they  live  and  in  turn  to  the  Nation.  But 
the  record  does  not  stop  there.  The  co¬ 
operatives  are  paying  back  the  money 
they  borrowed.  They  are  paying  it  back 
with  interest. 

The  10  cooperatives  in  my  district  have 
paid  $1,791,543  in  principal  and  interest,^ 
and  of  this  $93,921  has  been  ahead  of 
schedule. 

This  outstanding  record,  which  I  know 
is  duplicated  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
raises  a  very  serious  question  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  in  reducing  the  REA  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  next  year.  In  the  name 
of  economy  the  committee  proposes  to 
sentence  thousands  of  farmers  to  at  least 
another  year  in  darkness.  This  is  not 
economy,  because  the  money  these  farm¬ 
ers  need  to  build  power  lines  will  even¬ 
tually  be  paid  back.  Neither  is  it  good 
sense  to  throw  obstacles  in  the  path  of 
progress. 

In  my  district,  the  House  bill  will  af¬ 
fect  about  9,000  farm  families.  All  of 
them  will  have  to  wait  longer  for  their 
light  and  power  if  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration  has  to  operate  on  a 
curtailed  basis.  About  5,000  of  them  will 
have  to  wait  for  loan  fund  allocations. 

All  through  the  war  I  received  letters 
from  farmers  who  told  me  how  they 
were  hoping  to  get  electricity  with  the 
coming  of  peace.  Since  VJ-day  many  of 
them  have  told  me  they  have  their  farms 
wired  in  anticipation  of  electric  service. 
Occasionally  a  housewife  tells  me  she  has 


been  lucky  enough  to  buy  a  refrigerator 
or  a  milk  cooler,  and  she  is  anxious  to 
know  how  long  it  will  be  before  she  can 
put  them  into  service. 

These  people  are  growing  impatient. 
And  I  do  not  blame  them.  They  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  see  what  elec¬ 
tricity  means  to  farmers  who  already 
have  it.  While  other  farmers  are  in  a 
position  to  modernize,  to  cut  production 
costs  with  cheap  power,  and  to  enjoy 
many  of  the  comforts  of  twentieth  cen¬ 
tury  living,  they — the  farmers  still  with¬ 
out  electricity — have  got  to  wait.  They 
have  to  continue  living  decades  behind 
the  times  and  they  have  to  compete  with 
farmers  who  are  farming  on  an  up-to- 
date  scale. 

There  are  more  than  9,000  of  these 
people  in  my  district.  Throughout  the 
Nation  there  are  two  and  one-half  mil¬ 
lion.  Some  of  them,  I  am  sure,  are  in 
most  congressional  districts. 

What  are  you  going  to  tell  those  who 
helped  elect  you?  That  this  action 
is  taken  to  help  cut  their  taxes?  They 
know  better — they  know  that  the  REA 
program  is  self -liquidating.  Are  you 
going  to  tell  them  that  you  do  not  care 
if  they  have  to  live  by  kerosene  lantern 
an  extra  year  or  two? 

If  the  House  bill  is  approved  as  it  now 
stands,  it  simply  means  this  Congress 
has  gone  on  record  as  holding  back  the 
extension  of  rural  electric  service.  Is 
that  the  kind  of  a  record  this  Congress 
wants  to  make?  I,  for  one,  will  have  no 
part  of  it. 

Rural  electrification  is  on  the  thresh¬ 
old  of  what  could  be  its  greatest  year 
in  history.  Manpower  and  materials  are 
becoming  available  again  on  a  scale  ttfat 
would  permit  line  construction  to  leap 
forward.  The  opportunity  is  here  and 
we  cannot  take  advantage  of  it  by  prac¬ 
ticing  false  economy  of  the  kind  we  have 
under  consideration. 

The  administration  of  this  program, 
as  shown  by  its  record,  is  one  of  efficiency 
and  accomplishment.  It  has  estab¬ 
lished  a  record  unequaled  by  any  private 
lending  institution.  In  1935  the  Con¬ 
gress  entrusted  this  agency  with  the  job 
of  making  loans  to  electrify  rural  Amer¬ 
ica.  It  has  discharged  its  obligation 
well.  More  than  $1,000,000,000  of  Fed¬ 
eral  money  has  been  lent  to  over 
1,000  borrowers  in  a  program  that  has 
directly  and  indirectly  resulted  in  the 
electrification  of  nearly  60  percent  of 
this  country’s  farms — and,  I  repeat,  this 
money  is  being  paid  back. 

In  my  own  district.  I  know  of  no  Fed¬ 
eral  program  that  has  done  so  much  for 
my  rural  constituents,  at  such  trifling 
cost  to  the  Nation’s  taxpayers,  as  this 
rural  electrification  program.  I  am  sure 
that  most  of  my  colleagues  would  be  able 
to  say  the  same. 

I  believe,  and  I  know  that  the  people 
whom  I  represent  believe,  that  only  two 
things  could  possibly  delay  the  progress 
of  rural  electrification.  One  would  be 
the  influence  of  selfish  interests:  the 
other,  our  own  nearsigl^edness.  Obvi¬ 
ously,  we  are  not  going  to  let  selfish 
interests  influence  us  in  a  matter  in 
which  the  good  of  the  entii'e  counti’y  is 
involved.  At  the  same  time,  let  us  not 
be  nearsighted.  If  we  fail  to  give  full 
support  to  this  valuable  Nation-building 
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program,  we  will  be  guilty  of  subscribing 
to  bad  business. 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Seventy-ninth  Congress  provided 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act 
which  took  over  most  of  the  functions  of 
the  Farm  Security  Administration.  The 
committee  has  deleted  completely  the 
budget  estimate  of  $35,000,000  and  pro¬ 
vides  no  funds  for  farm  tenant  loans. 
The  production  and  subsistence  loan  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  reduced  from  $90,000,000 
to  $30,000,000.  The  Farm  Tenant  Mort¬ 
gage  insurance  fund  has  been  reduced 
from  an  estimated  $15,000,000  for  1948 
to  $1,000,000,  and  the  item  for  salaries 
and  expense  to  administer  the  program 
throughout  the  country  has  been  re¬ 
duced  from  $30,000,000  to  $18,000,000. 

The  congressional  district  which  I  rep¬ 
resent  is  made  up  of  11  rural  counties 
in  which  farmers  are  largely  engaged 
in  the  dairy  industry.  As  a  result  of 
severe  drought  and  low  prices  that  pre¬ 
vailed  in  the  middle  thirties,  many  hard¬ 
working,  conscientious  farmers,  through 
no  fault  of  their  own,  lost  their  farms. 
When  the  old  Farm  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  established  many  of  those 
farmers  were  given  the  opportunity  to 
make  a  new  beginning  and  to  reestablish 
themselves  as  farm  owners.  Since  the 
start  of  the  program  and  up  to  January 
1,  1947,  10,718  farmers  in  my  district 
were  granted  loans  to  the  extent  of 
$8,670,723.  Of  that  number  of  farmers, 
409  were  granted  farm  ownersliip  loans 
to  the  extent  of  slightly  less  than  $2,- 
000,000,  of  which  109  have  repaid 
their  loans  in  full.  Of  the  total  of  10,718 
farmers  who  received  loans.  5,733  of  such 
loans  have  been  paid  in  full  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1947,  and  the  total  amount  loaned 
has  been  reduced  from  $8,670,723  to 
$2,176,184.  As  of  January  1,  1947,  280 
veterans  of  World  War  II  applied  for  and 
received  loans  in  the  amount  of  $578,850. 
It  is  estimated  that  an  additional  138 
veterans  will  have  had  their  loan  appli¬ 
cations  approved  as  of  June  30  of  this 
year,  making  a  total  of  418  veterans’ 
loans.  Private  banks  in  my  district  have 
cooperated  fully  with  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration.  In  excess  of  5,000 
farmers  in  my  district  who  have  repaid 
their  obligations  to  FSA  and  the  Farm¬ 
ers  Home  Administration,  are  now  hav¬ 
ing  their  credit  needs  taken  care  of  by 
local  banks  and  other  lending  institu¬ 
tions. 

Today  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
A.  R.  Vogtstaerger,  vice  president  of  the 
Bank  of  Menomonie,  Menomonie,  Wis., 
which  I  quote: 

Congressman  Merun  Hull, 

Washingto7i,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Hull:  I  notice  that  the  finance 
committee  has  cut  the  appropriation  for  the 
Farm  Home  Administration  by  30  percent. 

This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  drastic  cut  since 
we  feel  that  the  administration  of  the  loans 
that  are  now  outstanding  should  be  con¬ 
tinued  and  we  believe  too  that  the  cut  of 
$15,000,000  to  $1,000,000  for  insured  mort¬ 
gages  is  entirely  too  drastic. 

We  believe  the  farmer  has  gotten  to  be  the 
forgotten  man  again,  and  we  do  think  that 
the  program  that  the  former  Farm  Security 
Administration  carried  on  was  a  good  one 
and  should  be  continued;  and  as  you  will 
remember,  we  have  cited  many  cases  of 
farmers  who  could  not  have  continued  if  it 


had  not  been  for  the  Farm  Security  Admin¬ 
istration. 

We  know  you  are  opposed  to  such  a  cut, 
but  we  want  you  to  know  how  we  feel  about 
it. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  Chippewa  Club, 
which  consists  of  10  banks  in  this  territory, 
each  and  every  one  of  them  was  polled  and 
they  were  all  favorable  to  keeping  the  $15,- 
000,000  for  the  guarantee  of  loans  and  also 
were  favorable  to  the  continuation  of  the 
PSA  work. 

With  kindest  personal  regards. 

Sincerely  yours, 

A.  R.  Vogtsbergee. 

The  Farm  Security  Administration, 
and  its  successor,  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  have  been  important 
factors  in  encouraging  family  sized  farm 
ownership,  particularly  in  the  interest  of 
our  returned  servicemen  who  have  no 
other  means  of  securing  the  initial  funds 
to  acquire  farm  land,  or,  in  the  case  of 
renters,  to  acquire  operating  equipment. 
The  program  has  been  highly  successful 
in  my  State  and  in  my  district,  and  I 
doubt  the  wisdom  of  emasculating  this 
excellent  program  as  proposed  in  the 
bill. 

THE  SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM 

As  stated  in  the  committee  report,  dur¬ 
ing  the  year  1946  about  $234,000,000  was 
expended  on  the  program  in  55,000 
schools  throughout  the  country.  Of  this 
amount,  $75,000,000  was  provided  by  the 
Federal  Government.  The  committee 
has  reduced  the  Federal  Government’s 
appropriation  from  $75,000,000  to  $45,- 
000,000.  For  the  fiscal  year  1947  the  sum 
of  $81,000,000  was  made  available  for  the 
program,  of  which  $75,000,000  was  ob¬ 
tained  from  section  32  funds  under  the 
act  of  1935  which  provided  that  30  per¬ 
cent  of  the  customs  receipts  could  be  used 
for  various  purposes,  which  included  the 
school  lunch  program.  The  committee 
has  recommended  that  all  of  section  32 
funds  for  the  year  1948  are  to  be  re¬ 
scinded. 

During  the  1947  fiscal  year,  $1,108,- 
836.41  Federal  food  assistance  was  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  from  the 
Federal  school  lunch  fund.  With  the  aid 
of  this  Federal  assistance,  131,718  Wis¬ 
consin  school  children  participated  in  the 
grant-in-aid  school-lunch  program.  If 
the  present  figure  of  $45,000,000,  out  of 
which  $10,000,000  is  earmarked  for 
equipment,  is  appropriated,  $525,573.72 
wiU  be  available  for  Wisconsin’s  school 
lunch  food  assistance  in  1948.  This  rep¬ 
resents  a  decrease  of  about  53  percent. 
Unless  a  large  additional  amount  is  made 
available  from  within  the  State  to  offset 
this  decrease,  the  Wisconsin  school  lunch 
program  will  be  considerably  curtailed  the 
coming  school  year. 

AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

No  one  can  deny  the  patriotic  response 
of  farmers  when  requested  by  their  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  produce  food  and  fiber  to 
win  a  war.  All  time  production  records 
were  broken  with  less  help  on  the  farms, 
and  with  worn-out  and  inadequate  equip¬ 
ment.  They  are  still  being  asked  to  main¬ 
tain  high  levels  of  production  to  feed  the 
starving  world. 

Farmers  who  were  gradually  recover¬ 
ing  from  the  great  drought  and  depres¬ 
sion  of  the  thirties,  during  which  time 
soil  fertility  had  become  seriously  de¬ 


pleted,  were  again  called  upon  to  pro¬ 
duce  for  victory.  During  the  past  few 
years  soil  fertility  has  again  become  de¬ 
pleted.  The  AAA  was,  and  is,  an  impor¬ 
tant  factor  in  stepping  up  the  usage  of 
phosphate  and  potash  fertilizers,  and 
limestone.  AAA  personnel  aided  farm¬ 
ers  in  demonstrating  the  practicability 
of  strip  and  contour  farming,  which 
added  many  thousands  of  tons  of  food 
to  national  production.  It  should  be  a 
matter  of  public  interest  to  see  that  the 
land  that  produced  the  food  for  our 
armed  forces,  and  much  of  the  food  for 
our  allies,  is  brought  back  to  average 
productive  efficiency. 

In  Wisconsin  in  1937  only  415,000  tons 
of  agricultural  limestone  was  used,  as 
compared  with  the  present  level  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  use  of  limestone  of  2,250,000 
tons  per  year.  Even  prior .  to  the  war 
there  was  great  concern  with  regard  to 
the  general  problem  of  erosion  and  our 
dwindling  forestry  resources.  Included 
in  the  AAA  program  was  that  of  farm 
forestry  and  gully  crntrol,  as  well  as 
tree  planting. 

AAA  has  supplied  soil  conservation 
materials,  50  percent  of  the  cost  of 
which  was  borne  by  the  farmers  who  ap¬ 
plied  the  materials,  planted  the  trees, 
and  so  forth.  In  Wisconsin  from  1940 
through  1946  there  has  been  applied 
503,414  tons  of  phosphate  and  potash 
fertilizer,  10,422,300  tons  of  agricultural 
limestone,  4’7,30i  acres  have  been  plant¬ 
ed  to  trees  in  connection  with  the  farm- 
forestry  and  gully-control  program,  and 
2,028,700  acres  are  part  of  the  strip  and 
contour-farming  program.  From  1940 
to  the  present  the  reco.'ds  indicate  sharp 
increases  in  accomplishments  as  de¬ 
scribed,  which  demonstrates  increasing 
efficiency  on  the  part  of  AAA  personnel, 
and  greater  farmer  participation  and 
interest  in  the  program. 

In  connection  with  the  agricultural- 
limestone  program,  there  was  more  in¬ 
volved  than  simply  the  application  of 
the  ingredient  to  the  soil.  Large  num¬ 
bers  of  people  and  much  expensive 
equipment  had  to  be  provided  to  quarry 
limestone  deposits,  pulverize,  and  trans¬ 
port  it.  Such  processors  of  limestone 
felt  they  were  working  on  a  continuing 
program.  One  of  the  lime-works  oper¬ 
ators  in  my  district  has  stated  to  me 
that  the  proposed  cut  in  the  1947  AAA 
program  will  bankrupt  70  percent  of  the 
limestone  producers  and  truckers  who 
acquired  equipment  relying  on  bona-fide 
contracts  entered  mto  v/ith  their  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  1947  program. 

The  administrative  budget  has  been 
so  reduced  as  to  end  for  all  practical 
purposes  the  popular  and  wholly  justi¬ 
fiable  Federal  program  to  aid  in  the  re¬ 
building  of  the  soi  on  American  farms. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  believe  if  any  person  were  to  study 
the  lessening  of  duties  that  are  today 
facing  the  Farmers  Home  Administrator 
he  would  find  that  this  allowance  of 
$18,000,000  is  absolutely  reasonable. 

Keep  in  mind  another  thing.  Times 
are  good  all  throughout  the  agricultural 
regions.  Farmers  do  not  have  any  dif¬ 
ficulty  today  in  find  the  money  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  what  is  due  the  Government. 
They  do  not  need  much  supervision  from 
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any  agency  of  Government.  They  will 
pay  their  loans  if  they  have  a  good  crop 
and  decent  prices. 

We  have  fought  several  times  on  the 
floor  today  against  this  growing  bureauc¬ 
racy.  Here  is  where  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  it.  Here  is  where  we  have  exces¬ 
sive  duplication  in  government.  Do  you 
people  realize  that  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  in  many  ways  duplicates 
the  work  of  the  Extension  Service? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  there  was  a  consoli¬ 
dation  of  these  duplicating  activities,  we 
could  save  $20,000,000. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  believe 
that  we  could  save  at  least  that  under 
the  bill  if  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
would  bring  together  under  one  head. 
Extension  Service  preferably  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  the  Extension 
Service,  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  the  AAA  county  and  township 
committee  organization. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  If  the  Congress  is  go¬ 
ing  to  deprive  the  returning  rural  vet¬ 
eran  of  the  opportunity  to  buy  a  coun¬ 
try  home  or  a  farm - 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  decline  to  yield  further  be¬ 
cause  the  gentleman  is  laboring  under  a 
misapprehension.  The  returning  vet¬ 
eran  does  have  the  opportunity  under 
the  GI  bill  of  rights  to  make  a  loan.  We 
are  not  depriving  him  of  that.  That  is 
a  different  category  of  loan.  In  this 
particular  portion  of  the  bill  we  are 
keeping  that  veteran  from  having  a 
great  big  mortgage  indebtedness  piled  on 
top  of  his  head  from  under  which  he  can 
never  get  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Whitten)  there 
were — ayes  93,  noes  122. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

All  rights.  Interests,  obligations,  and  duties 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be 
made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the 
purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and 
farm  tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act 
of  1947  and  prior  appropriations  and  loans 
under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act 
of  1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947, 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the 
close  of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all 
loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  ac¬ 
crued  unpaid  Interest,  therefore  made  to  the 
Secretary  under  the  provisions  of  the  acts 
named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other  evi¬ 
dences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constitut¬ 
ing  the  security  therefor.  The  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Re¬ 
construction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums 
due  and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with 
such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal 
of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  un¬ 
paid  interest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subse¬ 


quent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further 
'loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  acts  referred  to  any  unobli¬ 
gated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums 
which  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  theretofore  been  authorized  and 
directed  to  lend  to  the  Secretary.  For  the 
purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  advances, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
to  use  as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  securities  issued 
under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securi¬ 
ties  may  be  Issued  under  that  act  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  Include  such  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Repayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  such  loans 
or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a  public- 
debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  seen  men  jump 
from  one  side  of  a  fence  to  the  other,  but 
I  have  never  seen  a  man  on  both  sides  of 
a  fence  at  the  same  time. 

The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen],  who  just  addressed 
the  House  a  moment  ago,  stood  here  and 
argued  very  forcefully  and,  apparently 
from  the  vote,  very  persuasively,  that  he 
was  trying  to  protect  the  poor  veterans 
from  the  evils  of  inflation.  Then,  in  the 
next  breath,  he  said  we  did  not  need  this 
agency.  He  said,  “We  have  all  the  money 
we  need  under  the  GI  bill  of  rights  in 
another  agency  of  the  Government.” 

How  can  you  sincerely  maintain  the 
position  that  your  objection  to  this  bill  is 
that  you  are  trying  to  protect  the  veter¬ 
ans  from  inflation  and  stand  here  and 
argue  that  we  have  another  agency  of  the 
Government,  which  you  favor,  which  has 
plenty  of  money  to  make  loans  to  veter¬ 
ans  on  the  present  farm  real  estate  mar¬ 
ket?  The  fact  is,  and  everybody  knows 
and  I  think  the  country  will  know,  that 
it  is  not  due  to  the  fear  of  inflation,  it  is 
not  due  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Truman  or  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Anderson,  but  it  is  due  solely 
to  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Republican 
Party  to  reduce  the  expenditure  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  funds.  That  is  all  it  is.  If  you 
can  justify  your  position,  then  applaud 
the  statement.  So  the  Record  does  show 
that  that  remark  brought  forth  almost 
unanimous  and  universal  applause  from 
the  Republican  side.  I  notice  that  not  a 
single  Democrat  applauded. 

Mr.  FORAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FORAND.  Have  the  Republicans 
reached  any  conclusion  yet  as  to  how 
much  they  will  reduce  the  budget? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  think  they 
have,  but  I  think  they  know  this  is  just 
fallacy.  The  Republicans  are  saying 
that  they  are  saving  money  everywhere 
along  the  line,  and  they  are  trying  to  cut 
down  Government  expenditures.  What 
they  are  doing  is  depriving  49,000  veter¬ 
ans  of  the  right  to  buy  a  farm  home  and 
an  opportunity  to  finance  it. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POAGE.  It  seems  pretty  clear, 
does  it  not,  that  the  Republicans  have 


decided  that  the  easiest  place  to  hiake 
reductions  is  to  take  it  out  of  the  farm¬ 
er’s  hide? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  right.  It  is  an 
effort  to  wreck  the  farm  program.  That 
is  all  it  is,  pure  and  simple.  You  took 
all  the  section  32  money;  you  completely 
destroyed  the  crop-insurance  program, 
and  now  you  destroy  the  tenant  purchase 
program. 

There  is  no  way  for  you  to  get  around 
the  fact  that  you  are  accomplishing  just 
this.  If  you  are  going  to  handicap  this 
agency  financially  and  not  give  Mr.  Las- 
seter,  the  Administrator,  the  necessary 
money  with  which  to  operate,  it  would 
be  better  to  repeal  the  whole  agency  and 
deprive  it  of  the  operating  loan  also,  be¬ 
cause,  frankly,  a  veteran  can  now  obtain 
money  to  operate  his  farm  and  to  finance 
his  farm  operations  much  more  easily 
than  he  can  obtain  a  40-year  loan  at 
3-percent  interest  to  finance  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  a  farm  home. 

Take  the  crop-insurance  program 
When  we  liquidated  that  Corporation  be¬ 
fore  we  gave  it  $3,000,000  with  which  to 
liquidate,  but  now  you  give  them  only 
$1,000,000.  When  the  show  is  over  and 
the  collections  are  all  in  you  will  lose  far 
more  than  $1,000,000,  the  amount  you 
are  giving  the  Corporation.  I  dare  say 
collections  will  not  be  as  good  12  months 
from  now,  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  as  they  are 
now.  When  you  cut  this  personnel  more 
than  50  percent  you  cannot  expect  the 
same  degree  of  efficiency. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  If  we  do  not  cut 
down  somewhere  how  are  we  going  to 
get  money  enough  to  give  the  Turks  and 
the  Greeks  that  the  gentleman  wants  to 
give  them  and  a  lot  of  others  want  to  give 
them? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  gentleman  wants  to  give  them  but  I 
know  I  voted  for  the  Greek  loan  and  I 
do  not  apologize  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  or  anyone  else  for  the  way  I 
voted.  I  voted  for  the  $350,000,000  loan 
for  general  foreign  relief,  and  I  do  not 
have  to  apologize  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
want  to  give  less  to  our  farmers  so  we 
can  give  more  to  the  Greeks  and  the 
Turks? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  have  been  working 
all  along  in  the  interest  of  our  farmers. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  would  like  to  have 
them  get  something  somewhere  along  the 
line. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  the  gentleman’s 
party  is  doing  is  wrecking  the  program, 
and  the  responsibility  is  being  fixed  in 
the  House  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Ohio  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  pending  bill,  H.  R.  3601,  appropriates 
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roundly  $805,000,000  for  the  Agricultural 
Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1948. 
This  is  approximately  four  times  more 
than  was  appropriated  in  1930  and  near¬ 
ly  six  times  more  than  the  average  an¬ 
nual  cost  from  1921  to  1930.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  grown  into 
a  giant  bureaucracy  that  is  eating  out  the 
substance  of  our  people,  distorting  nat¬ 
ural  price  relationships,  and  regimenting 
the  farmers. 

Like  most  of  the  executive  agencies 
of  the  Government,  it  has  become  a  pow¬ 
erful  engine  for  confiscating  private 
property  and  redistributing  what  it  does 
not  use  for  its  own  sustenance,  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  farming  communities 
and  other  industrial  interests,  but  in  re¬ 
spect  of  the  farmers  themselves. 

It  is  the  grossest  delusion  that  the  po¬ 
litical  authority  in  Washington  can  put 
a  floor  under  agricultural  prices  with¬ 
out  regimenting  the  farmer  and  dictat¬ 
ing  the  amount  of  wheat,  corn,  or  other 
crop  affected  by  such  floor  he  may  grow. 
So-called  parity  prices  can  ultimately  be 
sustained  only  by  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  the  political  regime  controlling 
the  Government  to  dictate  to  ^he  farmer 
not  only  how  much  but  also  what  he 
shall  grow. 

This  is  fully  recognized  by  the  crop 
allotment  program  instituted  under  the 
AAA.  Tyranny  is  the  weapon  used  to 
enforce  compliance.  Farmers  are  fined 
for  growing  more  wheat  than  they  are 
ordered  to  grow.  The  ultimate  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  program  is  dependent  upon 
the  enforcement  of  the  crop  allotment 
plan.  It  was  specifically  instituted  for 
that  purpose. 

The  Agriculture  Department  has  be¬ 
come  a  menace  to  our  people  through 
the  use  to  which  it  is  being  put  in  the 
international  field.  I  refer  to  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  pooling  the  crops  the  American 
farmer  grows  with  those  produced  by 
other  nations  and  leaving  it  to  an  inter¬ 
national  agency,  where  the  United  States 
has  only  one  vote,  to  determine  what 
portion  of  such  pool  shall  be  allocated 
to  the  United  States. 

The  danger  to  the  American  people  of 
this  policy  becomes  evident  when  it  is 
realized  that  the  sugar  shortage  is  pri¬ 
marily  caused  by  this  program. 

Few  people  realize  that  this  program 
is  to  be  extended  to  include  many  other 
farm  crops. 

I  submit  that  this  is  a  dangerous  pro¬ 
gram  to  the  American  people.  The  Agri¬ 
cultural  Department  has  become  a  gi¬ 
gantic  political  exploiting  machine  and 
should  be  abolished. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  because 
it  is  now  becoming  apparent  that  those 
of  us  who  want  to  speak  on  some  of  the 
amendments  which  will  be  offered  will 
be  denied  that  opportunity.  The  request 
will  be  made  to  limit  debate  by  unani¬ 
mous  consent.  When  that  is  refused,  a 
motion  to  that  effect  will  be  offered, 
which  will  be  carried,  in  spite  of  all  the 
assurances  of  yesterday  that  there  would 
be  adequate  opportunity  for  everyone  to 
express  their  views. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  call  the  at¬ 
tention  of  this  House  to  one  of  the  wide¬ 
spread  misunderstandings  in  regard  to 


the  money  now  available  to  the  REA, 
That  amendment  will  come  up  shortly. 
The  REA,  of  course,  is  one  of  those  agen¬ 
cies  that  has  a  great  public  appeal,  it  is 
serving  a  great  number  of  farm  people; 
a  great  many  more  people  would  like  to 
have  its  services.  I  recognize  it  has  not 
been  possible  for  the  REA  to  extend  its 
lines  to  everyone  who  would  like  to  have 
the  service  of  that  organization.  It  has 
not  been  possible  to  build  all  of  the  lines 
for  which  money  has  been  appropriated 
in  the  past  year  or  two;  neither  has  it 
been  possible  for  everybody  in  the  United 
States  who  had  the  money  to  pay  for  an 
automobile  to  buy  one.  It  has  not  been 
possible  to  get  a  great  many  of  the  things 
our  people  would  like  to  buy  and  for 
which  they  may  have  the  fimds. 

Presently  there  is  something  over 
$300,000,000  that  has  been  appropriated 
and  is  still  in  the  hands  of  the  REA. 
We  have  been  told  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  that  that  money  is  available  for 
allocation  to  build  new  lines,  but  that  is 
incorrect.  That  money  is  not  available 
for  allocation.  That  money,  every  dollar 
of  it,  has  been  allocated.  If  you  want  a 
new  line  authorized  or  approved  in  your 
district  or  anywhere  else  in  the  United 
States,  you  have  to  provide  additional 
funds  here  for  lending  purposes.  It  can¬ 
not  be  done  out  of  the  money  that  has 
been  promised  to  build  a  line  off  across 
the  creek.  You  simply  cannot  take  that 
same  money  and  build  a  line  on  the  other 
side  of  the  creek.  The  commitments  are 
out  on  that  money.  There  is  no  money 
in  the  REA  from  which  you  can  make 
new  allocations. 

The  REA  now  has  applications  pending 
for  about  $240,000,000.  By  July  1  the 
REA  expects  to  have  applications  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $270,000,000.  If  we  appropriate 
all  of  the  money  that  is  provided  here, 
we  will  be  short  probably  forty-five  or 
fifty  million  dollars  on  the  1st  of  July  of 
being  able  to  take  care  of  all  the  appli¬ 
cations  already  pending. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.'  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  REA  will  have  ap¬ 
plications  for  $270,000,000  on  the  1st  of 
July.  If  this  bill  passes  in  its  present 
form,  there  will  only  be  available 
$225,000,000. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right,  and  I  want 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  this  sum 
is  a  reduction  both  from  the  amount 
available  this  year  and  from  the  Budget 
estimates.  There  are  those  who  have  er¬ 
roneously  stated  that  it  is  not  a  reduc¬ 
tion,  but  let  the  Members  of  the  House 
know  what  the  situation  is.  On  page  376 
the  Budget  reads : 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tions  3,  4,  and  5  of  said  act,  and  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  7  thereof, 
$25,000,000;  and  for  the  same  purposes  an 
additional  sum  of  $225,000,000,  to  be  borrowed 
from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  3  (a)  of  said  act. 

Heretofore  the  law  has  required  that 
REA  get  a  portion  of  its  funds  from  the 
RPC.  The  RFC  could  only  lend  85  per¬ 
cent  of  the  principal  of  the  outstanding 
obligations  constituting  security  for  its 
loans.  The  exact  wording  of  the  law  is 
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found  In  49  Statutes,  page  1364,  and 
reads: 

Provided,  That  no  such  loan  shall  be  In  an 
amount  exceeding  85  percent  of  the  principal 
amount  outstanding  of  the  obligations  con¬ 
stituting  security  therefor. 

This  means  there  had  to  be  certain  ap¬ 
propriations  from  the  Congress  in  order 
to  make  the  first  loans,  or  at  least  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  necessary  15  percent  margin. 
The  Budget  recommended  this  year  that 
there  be  an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000 
from  the  general  fund  for  loans  and  that 
there  be  additional  authority  for  REA  to 
borrow  $225,000,000  from  RFC.  Both  the 
$25,000,000  of  direct  appropriations  and 
the  $225,000,000  of  RFC  funds,  which 
made  $250,000,000,  were  available  for 
loans  to  build  lines  and  to  make  alloca¬ 
tions  in  the  coming  year.  This  bill  pro¬ 
vides  but  $225,000,000.  Figure  it  with 
any  kind  of  pencil  you  want  to,  there  is 
$25,000,000  that  you  are  not  going  to  get 
to  build  lines  in  your  district,  and  mine, 
to  serve  people  who  are  now  applying 
that  we  would  have  had  if  we  passed  the 
Budget  estimate. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Is  it  the  gentleman’s 
imderstanding  that  this  $25,000,000 
which  was  deleted  was  available  for  loan¬ 
ing  purposes? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Of  course  it  was.  If  the 
gentleman  will  but  read  the  Budget,  he 
will  see  that  it  was  listed  as  for  loans. 

Mr.  HORAN.  It  was  on  deposit. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Oh,  no ;  it  was  not  on  de¬ 
posit.  The  gentleman  simply  does  not 
understand  how  we  made  loans  under 
the  old  set-up.  I  do  not  like  to  be  dog¬ 
matic,  but  I  happened  to  have  been  on 
the  subcommittee  that  wrote  that  bill 
under  which  we  have  been  operating,  and 
I  believe  I  know  how  it  worked.  We 
could  make  loans  from  the  RFC  up  to  85 
percent  of  the  principal  of  the  obligations 
constituting  the  security  for  the  RFC 
loans.  In  other  words,  suppose  there  was 
only  one  loan  involved.  If  the  REA  were 
to  loan  $100,000  to  a  local  co-op,  it 
would  be  necessary  that  the  REA  finance 
$15,000  out  of  appropriated  funds.  Then 
it  could  get  $85,000  of  RFC  funds.  In 
other  words,  RFC  never  advanced  more 
than  85  percent  of  the  funds.  At  least 
15  percent  of  all  funds  REA  ever  loaned 
had  to  come  from  appropriated  funds, 
and  that  is  the  reason  it  was  necessary  to 
make  part  of  the  loan  funds  available  in 
the  form  of  a  direct  appropriation.  The 
$25,000,000  which  the  budget  proposed  to 
supply  as  a  direct  appropriation  would 
provide  funds  with  which  REA  could 
make  loans  to  local  cooperatives  totaling 
$25,000,000,  and  in  addition  the  notes 
taken  to  secure  this  amount  would,  in 
turn,  serve  as  the  needed  “margin”  to 
support  an  RFC  loan  to  the  REA  of  sev¬ 
eral  times  that  amount. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  HOEVEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chaii’man,  65,000 
Iowa  families  still  do  not  have  electric 
service.  They  are  among  those  called 


6168  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


upon  to  produce  the  food  which  is  now 
going  to  all  corners  of  the  world.  They 
should  not  be  penalized  in  the  splendid 
work  they  are  called  upon  to  do,  and  the 
expansion  of  the  REA  program  today  in 
many  respects  is  more  vital  than  it  was 
In  the  war  years. 

The  loan  funds  last  year  totalled  $350,- 
000,000  including  a  one-hundred-million- 
dollar  deficiency  appropriation.  The 
present  appropriation  bill  seeks  to  cut 
the  loan  authorization  to  $225,000,000, 
which  amounts  to  a  cut  of  37.5  percent. 
Such  a  reduction  will  seriously  cripple 
the  REA  program  in  Iowa. 

A  large  backlog  of  applications  already 
exists,  and  if  the  needed  appropriations 
are  not  forthcoming  there  will  be  a  long 
delay  in  getting  electricity  to  those  Iowa 
farmers  who  do  not  already  have  the 
service.  It  is  estimated  that  if  the  pro¬ 
posed  cuts  for  REA  go  through  25  percent 
fewer  Iowa  farm  people  can  secure  elec¬ 
tricity  in  1948  than  if  the  cuts  were  re¬ 
stored.  I  speak  out  for  the  farm  people 
of  my  State  who  certainly  are  going  to 
be  penalized  if  the  proposed  cuts  are 
made. 

The  loans  made  under  the  REA  pro¬ 
gram  are  a  sound  investment.  This 
money  is  not  a  gift,  and  anyone  who 
knows  the  facts  will  agree  that  the  re¬ 
payment  record  of  the  REA  cooperatives 
continues  to  be  very  satisfactory.  In 
view  of  the  splendid  record  made  in  the 
loan  field,  and  in  view  of  the  great  need 
for  the  expansion  of  the  program  at  this 
very  time,  let  me  urge  the  Congress  to 
appropriate  the  money  needed  to  effec¬ 
tively  carry  on  the  splendid  work  that 
is  being  done  by  REA  for  the  rural  people 
of  America. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  all  debate  on  this  paragraph 
do  now  close. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative 
expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia:  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports,  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  remainder  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  be  considered  as  read,  because  both 
items  should  come  in  the  same  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  remainder  of  the  section  is  as 
follows: 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tions  3,  4,  and  5  of  said  act,  and  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  7  thereof,  $225,- 
000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  act. 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
loans  to  the  Administrator,  upon  the  request 
and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each 
fiscal  year  commencing  with  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1948,  as  the  Congress  may 
from  time  to  time  determine  to  be  necessary, 
either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  in¬ 


terest  per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate 
provided  for  in  sections  4  and  5  of  this  act, 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Ti'easury  may  deter¬ 
mine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of 
borrowers  from  the  Administrator  appointed 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  or  from 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  No.  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  prior  to  July  1, 1947,  shall  be  adjusted 
to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  foregoing  provision:  Provided, 
That  such  obligations  Incurred  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  financing  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmis¬ 
sion  and  distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall 
be  fully  amortized  over  a  period  not  to  exceed 
35  years,  and  that  the  maturity  of  such  obli¬ 
gations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing 
the  wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition 
and  Installation  of  electrical  and  plumbing 
appliances  and  equipment  shall  not  exceed 
two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  £»nd 
not  more  than  5  years.  The  Administrator 
is  hereby  authorized  to  make  all  such  en¬ 
dorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments, 
and  to  do  all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be 
necessary  to  effect  the  valid  transfer  and  as¬ 
signment  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of 
all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by 
the  Administrator  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  providing  for  the  holding  in  trust 
by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security 
for  loans  to  the  Administrator  heretofore 
made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury.  All  rights.  Interests, 
obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30, 
1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury; 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the 
close  of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all  loans 
outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  un¬ 
paid  Interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  under  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof 
and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
therefor.  The  Secretary  of  th#  Treasury  shall 
cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon 
or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time 
of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to 
the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so  trans¬ 
ferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through 
June  30.  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947, 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances  to 
the  Administrator:  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed, 
in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection  3  (a),  any  unobligated  or  un¬ 
advanced  balances  of  the  sums  which  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to 
lend  to  the  Administrator.  For  the  purpose 
of  rnaking  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  use  as  a  public-debt  transaction 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  securities 
issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  se¬ 
curities  may  be  issued  under  that  act  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  include  such  loans  or  advances  to 
the  Administrator.  Repayments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances  shall  be  treated  as  a  public-debt 
transaction  of  the  United  States. 

"Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  pay¬ 
ments  of  principal  and  Interest  on  loans 
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made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be  paid  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of 
loans  made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Re¬ 
construction  Finance  Corporation  or  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the  payment  of 
such  loans  all  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by 
the  Administrator  shall  be  covered  into  the 
Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cannon:  On 
page  61,  line  3,  strike  out  “$4,000,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$5,600,000,”  and  on 
page  61,  line  6,  strike  out  “$225,000,000”  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "$250,000,000.” 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  substitute. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  for 
the  purpose  of  offering  a  substitute. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Substitute  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Rankin:  On  page  61,  line  3,  strike  out 
“$4,000,000”  and  insert  “$5,600,000,”  and  in 
line  6  strike  out  “$225,000,000”  and  Insert 
“$300,000,000.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  REA 
was  not  established  until  1935.  It  has 
been  in  existence  only  12  years,  and  six  of 
those  years  were  war  years,  with  all  their 
limitations  on  labor,  material,  and  ap¬ 
propriations.  And  yet  in  those  12  years 
electricity  has  been  brought  to  10,000,000 
farmers;  REA  lines  span  the  continent 
and  serve  the  people  of  every  State  in  the 
Union. 

Few  services  have  been  provided  for 
agriculture  in  the  last  2,000  years — from 
the  days  of  Cincinnatus  down  to  the 
present  time — which  have  contributed  so 
generously  to  the  health  and  comfort  and 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farm,  and  especially  the  American 
home.  I  mention  the  home  especially, 
because  it  is  to  the  women  and  children 
of  the  family  it  renders  its  greatest  serv¬ 
ice  and  upon  whom  it  bestows  its  choicest 
blessings. 

It  offers  the  solution  of  one  of  the  na¬ 
tional  problems  of  the  day.  There  has 
been  an  alarming  drift  of  population 
from  the  country  to  the  cities.  All  that 
is  best  in  national  character  is  reared  on 
the  farm  and  exemplified  in  the  farm 
family.  Economists  and  statesmen  have 
studied  the  problem  for  a  generation. 
And  here  is  the  answer.  Through  the 
medium  of  REA  we  are  bringing  heat, 
light,  and  power  to  the  farmstead — and 
at  a  rate  the  farmer  can  pay.  At  last  we 
are  offering  inducements  which  will  keep 
the  young  generation  down  on  the  farm. 

But  the  success  of  this  great  program 
is  menaced  by  the  curtailment  of  funds 
with  which  to  finance  its  expansion.  In¬ 
stead  of  recommending  appropriations 
sufficient  to  meet  its  barest  needs,  the 
committee  is  proposing  to  deny  money 
needed  both  for  loans  to  farmers  and  for 
administrative  expenses  essential  to  its 
maintenance  and  development. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  most  dangerous  and 
damaging  limitation  that  can  be  made 
in  the  REA  program  is  the  proposed  cut 
in  administrative  expenses.  Administra¬ 
tion  is  the  nerve  center,  the  motive  pow¬ 
er,  and  at  the  same  time  the  governor. 
It  does  not  matter  how  much  money  you 
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have  for  lending,  if  you  do  not  have  the 
administration  and  supervision  to  proc¬ 
ess  applications  and  direct  operations 
you  might  as  well  have  nothing  at  all. 
Administration  is  the  vital  point  in  the 
success  of  the  program.  And  the  heavy 
cut  in  administrative  expense  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee — from  $5,- 
600,000  to  $4,000,000 — means  the  denial 
or  at  best  the  delay,  of  services  to  thou¬ 
sands  of  waiting  farm  families,  with 
handicaps  in  both  the  quantity  and  the 
quality  of  supervision. 

I  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  argument 
that  will  be  made  here  that  they  already 
have  more  money  than  they  can  use, 
that  they  cannot  get  labor  and  material 
and  cannot  spend  what  they  have.  But, 
Mr.  Chairman,  as  our  American  philoso¬ 
pher,  Josh  Billings  well  said:  “It  is  better 
not  to  know  so  much  than  to  know  so 
much  that  aint  so.”  When  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  was  before  the  committee  I  asked 
him  how  much  money  they  needed,  how 
much  money  they  could  use.  I  asked 
him  if  the  $250,000,000  recommended  by 
the  budget  was  sufficient.  He  said,  no, 
that  they  had  asked  for  $300,000,000,  and 
that  the  full  $250,000,000  was  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  meet  their  needs  and  supply  in¬ 
stallations.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
has  already  explained,  and  I  will  not  go 
into  it,  that  the  money  on  hand  has  been 
allocated  and  will  not  be  available  to 
accommodate  new  business. 

This  is  a  long-term  program.  Appli¬ 
cations  are  coming  in  every  month.  I 
do  not  know  what  you  get  from  your 
districts,  but  from  my  State  we  are  con¬ 
tinuously  in  receipt  of  letters  appealing 
for  service,  “Why  cannot  we  have  the 
REA?  Why  cannot  I  be  connected? 
Why  cannot  you  run  a  line  down  to  my 
farm?”  There  is  a  universal  demand 
throughout  the  country  for  this  service. 
The  gratifying  part  of  it  is  that  it  does 
not  cost  the  Federal  Government  a  cent. 
All  of  this  money  is  coming  back.  It  is 
not  given,  but  lent — and  on  good  security. 

My  friends,  why  should  we  deny  the 
farmer’s  wife  and  children  this  great 
boon  of  modern  civilization?  Why 
should  we  refuse  them  when  it  costs  the 
Government  nothing  and  will  be  paid 
back  with  intere^? 

Mr.  DIRICSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 


that  debate  on  the  pending  amendment 
and  all  amendments  to  the  REA  title  in 
the  bill  close  in  15  minutes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope 
the  gentleman  from  Illirois  [Mr.  Dirk- 
sen]  will  not  insist  on  that  motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
asking  for  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  give  to  the  REA  not  the 
$361,000,000  the  co-ops  say  they  need. 
Frankly,  that  is  what  I  should  like  to 
see  done.  But  to  give  the  $300,000,000 
that  the  head  of  the  REA  asked  for. 

Let  us  see  what  the  situation  is.  You 
have  $340,000,000  already  allocated. 
They  talk  about  this  fund  or  this  amount 
being  provided.  It  is  already  allocated, 
and  your  farmers  who  have  not  asked  for 
and  been  allotted  funds  will  not  be  taken 
care  of  unless  this  amendment  is  adopted. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  present  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
reduced  the  request  of  the  REA  by 
$50,000,000? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  TTiat  is  right. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Before  it  came  to  the 
Congress? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes,  sir.  And  I  do  not 
propose  to  have  the  Bureau  of  the  Budg¬ 
et  legislate  for  me  on  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion  legislation.  When  the  Steelmah  or¬ 
der  was  issued  it  paralyzed  rural  elec¬ 
trification.  I  took  the  proposition  up 
with  the  President  and  got  that  order 
changed  in  order  that  we  might  proceed 
to  electrify  the  farm  homes  of  the  Nation. 

Frankly,  the  co-ops  in  my  district  have 
been  fairly  well  cared  for.  I  doubt  if  they 
will  get  a  dollar  of  this  money,  because 
they  have  already  secured  their  loans. 
But  your  people  are  going  to  need  every 
dollar  of  this  money.  You  have  provided 
for  $225,000,000.  There  will  be  $270,- 
000,000  of  applications  by  the  30th  day 
of  June  to  cover  that  $225,000,000.  And 
$30,000,000  worth  of  applications  are 
coming  In  every  month.  That  means 


that  by  the  first  of  the  year  you  will 
have  more  than  enough  applications  to 
absorb  this  entire  $300,000,000. 

Remember,  this  is  not  money  that  you 
are  giving  to  anybody.  Every  dollar  of 
this  money  comes  back  with  interest. 
Not  only  that,  but  it  is  enriching  the 
farm  homes  of  America,  and  therefore 
enriching  the  Nation. 

You  are  stimulating  the  pride  of  the 
farm  women.  You  are  relieving  the 
drudgery  on  the  farms  and  in  the  farm 
homes.  This  money  will  do  more  good 
than  any  other  money  provided  in  this 
bill.  Nothing  v/e  have  ever  done  for  the 
American  farmer  has  been  worth  as 
much  to  him  as  rural  electrification. 

For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  this 
country  the  I'ural  children  are  rushing 
through  school  to  get  back  home, 
whereas  15  years  ago  they  were  rushing 
through  school  to  get  away  from  home. 

This  is  building  up  our  own  country. 
It  is  building  your  State  and  mine. 
There  is  no  politics  in  it.  It  does  not 
matter  whether  you,  are  a  Republican 
or  a  Democrat,  the  light  looks  the  same. 
Your  people  are  clamoring  for  it.  The 
fact  is  that  some  of  your  States  have 
far  surpassed  my  State  in  the  use  of  the 
money  that  has  already  been  provided. 
But  if  you  cut  this  down  to  $225,000,000, 
we  are  already  assured  that  there  will 
be  cooperatives  turned  away  for  want 
of  funds,  which  will  result  in  slowing 
down  the  greatest  program  ever  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  benefit  of  the  American 
farmers. 

If  I  did  not  feel  so  deeply  on  this 
proposition,  if  I  had  not  gone  through 
this  fight  for  the  last  15  years,  if  I  had 
not  been  in  contact  with  the  farmers 
of  every  State  in  this  Union,  if  I  had 
not  seen  what  rural  electrification  was 
doing,  I  would  not  be  standing  here 
now  making  this  fight  at  the  end  of  a 
hectic  day  when  you  are  all  tired  and 
want  to  get  out.  But  I  say  to  you  it  is 
necessary  that  this  amendment  be 
adopted  in  order  to  provide  funds,  not 
to  give  to  somebody,  but  to  enable  om* 
farmers  to  help  themselves.  For  your 
information,  I  am  inserting  a  table  show¬ 
ing  the  progress  we  have  made  in  rural 
electrification '  since  I  began  this  fight. 

The  matter  referred  to  follows: 


Rural  Electrification  Administration;  Number  and  percent  of  farms  receiving  central-station  electric  service,  by  States, 

1934,  1940,  1945,  and  1946 


State,  division,  and 
territory 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
Dec.  31,  1934 ' 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electrie  service, 
Apr.  1,  1940  3 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
June  30,  1945  * 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dec.  31, 
1934,  to 
June  30, 
1945 

Fanns  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
June  30,  1946* 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dec.  31, 
1934,  to 
June  30, 
1946 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dec.  31, 
1934,  to 
June  30, 
1946 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  .service. 
Dee.  31,  1946  • 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dee.  31, 
1934,  to 
Dec.  31, 
1946 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  > 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  3 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  ® 

Percent 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  • 

Percent 

Number 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  * 

Percent 

Maine . . . 

13,  959 

33.3 

20,  221 

51.9 

27,087 

64.2 

94.0 

29, 072 

68.9 

108.3 

16, 113 

30, 165 

71.5 

116.1 

New  Hampshire... . 

9,495 

53.7 

10,  845 

65.6 

16,  298 

81.4 

61. 1 

16, 054 

85.6 

69. 1 

6,  659 

16,  605 

88.4 

74.9 

Vermont . 

7,  945 

29.4 

12,  213 

51.8 

18,  916 

71.4 

138.1 

21,857 

82.5 

175. 1 

13,  912 

23,708 

89.6 

198.4 

Massachusetts . . . 

14,  494 

41.3 

26,  220 

82.2 

33,287 

89.9 

129.7 

34, 071 

92. 1 

135.1 

19,  677 

34, 647 

93.6 

139.  0 

Rhode  Island . . 

1,  975 

45.6 

2,457 

81.5 

3, 148 

87.4 

59.4 

3,  248 

90.1 

64.5 

1,273 

3,308 

91.8 

67.5 

Connecticut _ 

10, 138 

31.5 

16, 995 

80.3 

20,165 

90.6 

98.8 

21, 133 

95.0 

108.5 

10,995 

21,  251 

95.6 

109.6 

New  England . 

68, 006 

36.7 

88,951 

65.8 

117, 891 

78.4 

103.2 

125,435 

83.6 

116.  2 

67,429 

129,684 

86.3 

123.6 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Rural  Electrification  Administration:  Number  and  percent  of  farms  receiving  central-station  electric  service,  by  States, 

1934,  1940,  1945,  and  1946 — Continued 


state,  division,  and 
territory 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
Dec.  31,1934  1 

Farms  receiving 
cehtral-station 
electric  service, 
Apr.  1,  1940  3 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
June  30,  1945  > 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Doc.  31, 
1934,  to 
June  30, 
1945 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
June  30,  1946  s 

Increa.se 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dec.  31, 
19;D,  to 
Junfe  30, 
1946 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dec.  31, 
1934,  to 
June  30, 
1946 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
Dec.  31,  1946  * 

Increase 
in  elec¬ 
trified 
farms 
from 
Dec.  31, 
19.34,  to 
Dec.  31, 
1946 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  2 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  ‘ 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  ® 

Percent 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  * 

Percent 

Number 

Number 

Per¬ 
cent  • 

Percent 

New  York . . . 

57,  825 

32.7 

102,283 

66.7 

125,  4.33 

83.9 

116.9 

134,  237 

89.8 

132. 1 

76,  412 

137.  986 

92.3 

1.38. 6 

New  Jersey  . 

15, 162 

51.6 

21,298 

82.4 

23,  697 

90,4 

56.3 

24,  656 

94.0 

62.6 

9.  494 

24,  851 

94.7 

611.9 

Pennsylvania . 

45,  182 

23.6 

94,081 

55.  7 

125,  612 

73.1 

178.0 

136,  388 

79.4 

201.9 

91,  206 

141,  544 

82.4 

213. 3 

Mi<idle  Atlantic . 

118,  169 

29.7 

217,  662 

62.5 

274,  742 

79. 1 

132.  5 

295,  281 

85.0 

149.9 

177. 112 

304,381 

87.6 

157.6 

Ohio. . . . . 

48, 048 

18.8 

137,  680 

58.9 

165,  387 

75.0 

244.2 

182,  424 

82.7 

279.7 

1.34,  376 

191, 190 

86.7 

297.9 

Indiana . — - 

23,  476 

11.7 

91, 127 

49.4 

125,  931 

71.6 

436.4 

137,  369 

78. 1 

485.1 

113,  893 

142,  857 

81.2 

508.5 

Illinois.. . — - 

28,  379 

12.3 

80,027 

37.5 

121,771 

59.6 

329. 1 

134,  890 

66.0 

375.3 

106,  511 

141,  929 

69.5 

400. 1 

Michigan . 

42,  152 

21.4 

131, 126 
87,  556 

69.9 

146,  325 

83.5 

247. 1 

153,  725 

87.7 

264.  7 

111,  573 

158, 109 

90.2 

275. 1 

Wisconsin . 

39,  206 

19.6 

46.9 

123,  006 

69.2 

213.  7 

137,  751 

77.5 

251.4 

98,  545 

144,  365 

81.2 

208.2 

East  North  Central.. 

181,261 

16.7 

527,  516 

52.4 

682,  420 

71.5 

276.5 

746, 159 

78.  2 

311.6 

564,898 

778. 450 

81.6 

329,  5 

Minnesota. . . 

13,  783 

6.8 

50,  075 

25.4 

93,  208 

49.3 

576.3 

106,  284 

56.  2 

671.1 

92,  .501 

110,800 

58.6 

■70.3.  9 

Iowa... . . . 

32,  047 

14.4 

73,  308 

34.4 

1.33, 113 

63.7 

315.4 

155,  506 

74.  4 

385.2 

123,  459 

163,  278 

78.1 

409.5 

Missouri.- . . 

17,  893 

6.4 

39,204 

15.3 

77,  852 

,32.0 

335.  1 

97,  942 

40,3 

447.4 

80,  049 

108,  786 

44.8 

,508.  0 

North  Dakota . . 

1,  968 

2.3 

3,218 

3,981 

4.4 

7,  498 

10.8 

281.0 

8,  601 

12.4 

.337.  0 

6,  6.33 

9,  451 

1.3.6 

380.2 

South  Dakota  . . 

2,  939 

3.5 

5.5 

8,964 

13.0 

205.0 

10, 143 

14.8 

245.1 

7,204 

10,  866 

15.8 

269.7 

Nebraska . . 

9,  544 

7.1 

22,  832 

18.9 

39, 120 

35.0 

310.0 

40,  689 

36.4 

326.3 

31,  145 
38,049 

40, 378 

36. 1 

323.  1 

Kansas . . 

13,  224 

7.6 

27,960 

17.9 

46,  056 

32.6 

248.3 

51,  273 

36.3 

287.7 

54,  231 

38.4 

310.  0 

West  North  Central- 

91,  398 

7.7 

220,  678 

20.  2 

40.5,  811 

39.3 

344.  0 

470,  438 

45.6 

414.7 

379,  040 

497,  790 

48.  2 

444.6 

Delaware. . 

1,791 

17.3 

3,  545 

39.4 

5,650 

60.8 

215.5 

6,357 

68.4 

254.9 

4,566 

6,  452 

69.  4 

260.2 

Maryland . 

6,  791 

15.3 

17, 170 

40.7 

24, 124 

58.4 

2.55.  2 

26,990 

65.  3 

297.4 

20,199 

30,  a36 

72.7 

342. 3 

Virginia. . 

14,  954 

7. 6 

42, 144 

24. 1 

65,  035 

37.6 

334.9 

77,  786 

44.9 

420.  2 

62,  832 

84,  854 

49.0 

467.4 

West  Virginia. . 

3,  647 

3.5 

25, 199 

25.4 

39, 148 

40.1 

97.3.  4 

44,  137 

45.2 

1,110.2 
1.  258.  3 

40,  490 

48,  331 

49.5 

1, 22,5.  2 

North  Carolina . . . 

9,672 

3.2 

67,  627 
27,  568 

24.3 

113,574 

,39.5 

1,074.3 

131,378 

43.7 

121,  706 

141,237 

49.1 

1. 360.  2 

South  Carolina . . 

3.  796 

2.3 

20.0 

55, 114 

37.3 

1,  351.  9 

63,  227 

42.8 

1,565.6 

59,  431 

68, 147- 

46. 1 

1,  695.  2 

Georgia . . 

6,  956 

2.8 

42,  409 

19.6 

82,  248 

36.4 

1, 082.  4 

95,  727 

42.4 

1,  276.  2 

88,  771 

10.3,  531 

45.8 

1, 388. 3 

Florida . . 

5,  700 

7.8 

15,  476 

24.9 

24,750 

40.5 

334.2 

30,  792 

50.3 

440.  2 

25,  092 

32,389 

53.0 

468.2 

South  Atlantic . 

.53,  307 

4.6 

241, 138 

23.7 

409,  043 

39.3 

668.5 

476,  394 

45.7 

793.6 

423,  087 

514,977 

49.4 

866.1 

Kentucky . . 

8,480 

3.0 

38,  607 

1.5.3 

72,  602 

30.4 

756.2 

87,  791 

36.8 

935.  3 

79,311 

94,  571 

39.7 

1, 015.  2 

Tennes.sec . 

9,727 

.3.6 

38,  884 

15.7 

71,  4,58 

30.5 

634,6 

83,381 

35.6 

757.2 

73, 054 

87,487 

37.3 

799.4 

Alabama . 

11,0.53 

4.0 

33,  907 

14.6 

73, 129 

32.7 

,561.  6 

86,  564 

38.8 

683.  2 

75,  511 

94, 133 

42. 1 

7.51,  7 

Mississippi . 

2,802 

.9 

26,  078 

9.0 

52,  816 

20.0 

1,784.9 

64,  435 

24.5 

2,199.6 

61,  633 

75,  047 

28.5 

2,578.3 

East  South  Central.. 

32, 002 

2.8 

137,  476 

13.4 

270,  005 

28. 1 

742.1 

322, 171 

33.6 

904.8 

290,109 

351,  238 

36.6 

995.5 

Arkansas  . . 

2,  943 

1.2 

21,  303 

9.8 

46,  149 

23.2 

1,  46«.  I 

&3, 102 

31.8 

2. 044. 1 

60, 159 

68,  558 

34.  5 

2,  229.  5 

Louisiana . . 

2,  826 

1.7 

16,058 

10.  7 

36,  778 

28.4 

1,201.4 

49,  239 

38. 1 

1,642.  4 

46,413 

54,  933 

42.5 

1.  843.  8 

Oklahoma . . . 

5,  048 

2.6 

.  20,149 

11.  2 

49,  473 

30.0 

775.9 

frt,  548 

39.2 

1, 042.  8 

58,9(10 

70, 134 

42.6 

1, 141.7 

Texas . 

11,  466 

2.3 

79, 127 

18.9 

162,  290 

42.2 

1,315.4 

196,  910 

51.1 

1,  017. 3 

185,  444 

212,  .508 

55.2 

1,  753.  4 

West  South  Central. 

22,883 

2.0 

136,  637 

14.  2 

294,  690 

33.6 

1, 187. 8 

373,  799 

42.6 

1,533.5 

350, 916 

406, 133 

46.3 

1, 674. 8 

Montana . 

2,768 
13,  433 

5.5 

7,947 

19.0 

11,401 

30.2 

311.9 

13,  497 

35.8 

387.6 

10, 729 

14,299 

37.9 

416.6 

Idaho... . 

29.8 

25,  439 

58.3 

32, 139 

77.4 

139.  .3 

34,  733 

83.7 

158.6 

21,  300 

35,  644 

85.9 

165.3 

W  yoming . 

527 

3.0 

3,474 

23. 1 

5,632 

4.3.1 

968.7 

6,283 

48.0 

1, 092.  2 

5,756 
2tl,  988 

6,485 

49.6 

1, 130. 6 

Colorado  . 

7, 145 

11.2 

14,823 

28.8 

24,  637 

51.7 

244.8 

28,133 

59.1 

29,3.7 

29,  980 

6.3.0 

319.7 

New  Mexico . . 

1,350 

3.3 

4,  479 

13.1 

7,645 

25.7 

406.3 

10,250 

34.5 

659.3 

8,900 

10,  618 

35.8 

686.5 

Arizona . . . 

.5,  577 

29.6 

5,  607 
17,411 

30.4 

9,280 

70.6 

66.4 

9,594 

73.0 

72.0 

4,017 

10, 703 

81.4 

91.9 

Utah. . 

16, 130 

62.5 

68.5 

20,019 

76.1 

24. 1 

20,762 

78.9 

28.7 

4,632 

20,  872 

79.3 

29.4 

Nevada. . 

946 

25.6 

1,555 

43.5 

1,639 

47.8 

73.3 

1,713 

50.0 

81. 1 

767 

1,838 

53.6 

94.3 

Mountain . 

47, 876 

17.6 

80,  735 

34.6 

112,392 

52.9 

1.34.  8 

124,  965 

58.8 

161.0 

77,  089 

130,  445 

61.4 

172.5 

Washington.. . 

40,060 

47.5 

58,  283 

71.4 

68,194 

85.4 

70.2 

72, 388 

90.6 

80.7 

32, 328 

74,  670 

93.5 

86.4 

Oregon . . . 

17,  8-39 

27.5 

36,  369 

58.8 

48,  635 

77.0 

172.6 

51, 857 

82. 1 

190.7 

34.  018 

52,  802 

83.6 

196.0 

California . . . 

81, 093 

53.9 

107,  904 

81.3 

121,  873 

87.7 

50.3 

123,  246 

88.7 

52.0 

42,153 

124, 036 

89.3 

53.0 

Pacific. . . . 

138, 992 

46.4 

202,556 

73.3 

238,  702 

84.7 

71.7 

247,  491 

87.8 

78. 1 

108.  499 

251,  508 

89.2 

81.0 

United  States . 

743, 954 

10.9 

1,  853,  249 

30.4 

2, 806,  296 

47.9 

277.2 

3, 182, 133 

54.3 

327.7 

2,  438,  179 

3, 364,  600 

57.4 

352.3 

>  Edison  Electric  Institute. 

2  Percent  of  all  farms  in  State  as  shown  by  1935  United  States  census  of  agriculture 

*  1940  United  States, census. 

*  Percent  of  all  farms  in  State  as  shown  by  1940  United  States  census. 

®  REA  estimates,  revised  1947,  based  on  final  United  States  census  of  agriculture,  1945. 

*  Percent  of  all  farms  in  State  as  shown  by  1945  United  States  census  of  agriculture. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
O’Konski]  is  recognized  for  V/z  minutes. 

Mr.  O’KONSKI,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  endorse  wholeheartedly  the  sen¬ 
timents  of  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  .  I  do  not  think  there 
is  a  single  agency  in  the  history  of  Amer¬ 
ica  that  has  contributed  so  much  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  America  as  the 
REA.  I  think  we  should  look  at  the 
record  they  have  set.  Right  now,  for 
instance,  their  payments  are  $20,000,000 


in  advance  of  what  they  owe  on  their 
loan.  You  show  me  another  agency  or 
show  me  any  agency  in  any  foreign  coun¬ 
try  where  the  repayments  exceed  by  $20,- 
000,000  what  they  owe  the  Government. 
With  that  kind  of  a  record  I  think  the 
committee  should  have  accepted  their 
terms  without  equivocation  and  without 
pressure  from  any  source.  I  do  not  think 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  should  have 
cut  the  original  demand. 

Figures  do  not  lie  but  there  are  too 
many  liars  who  can  figure.  Figures  can 
be  made  to  prove  anything.  It  is  like 


the  case  of  the  family  which  had  four 
children  and  they  were  discussing 
whether  or  not  they  should  have  five. 
The  wife  said  she  did  not  want  a  fifth 
child  because  statistics  showed  that 
every  fifth  child  born  was  a  Chinaman, 
and  she  did  not  want  any  Chinaman. 

Let  me  give  you  some  statistics.  The 
difference  between  what  the  REA  re¬ 
quested  and  what  the  committee  allowed 
is  the  difference  between  whether  or  not 
135,000  farmers  in  the  United  States  of 
America  are  going  to  be  connected  with 
electricity  in  the  coming  fiscal  year.  I 
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think  that  the  $5,000,000  to  connect  135,- 
000  farmers  is  well  worth  while.  Let  us 
put  on  the  lights  in  America  before  we 
keep  the  lights  burning  all  over  the  world. 

The  budget  estimates  provide  for 
$250,000,000  in  loan  funds  and  $5,600,000 
in  administrative  funds.  The  House  bill 
provide  for  $225,000,000  in  loan  funds 
and  $4,000,000  in  administrative  funds. 
These  reductions  below  the  budget  esti¬ 
mates  will  seriously  retard  the  progress 
of  rural  electrification  and  delay,  for  at 
least  another  year,  the  extension  of  elec¬ 
tricity  to  135,000  rural  consumers. 

The  slow-down  in  the  program  will 
come  at  a  time  when  the  2,500,000  farm¬ 
ers  still  without  electricity  are  more 
keenly  desirous  of  electrifying  their 
farms  than  ever  before.  By  July  1  the 
backlog  of  applications  on  hand  will 
amount  to  $270,000,000  and  will  be  ac¬ 
cumulating  at  the  rate  of  $30,000,000  per 
month.  Farmers  are  insistently  de¬ 
manding  the  extension  of  electric  power 
lines  with  which  to  modernize  their  liv¬ 
ing  and  working  conditions.  Construc¬ 
tion  materials  required  for  rural  power 
lines  are  becoming  increasingly  available. 
A  reduction  in  REA  funds  will  curtail 
the  rural  electrification  program  in  what 
otherwise  would  unquestionably  be  by 
far  the  year  of  its  greatest  expansion. 

The  reduction  in  funds  for  salaries  and 
expenses — amounting  to  $1,600,000 — will 
have  the  effect  of  hampering  program 
operations  in  the  three  major  fields  of 
activity — making  loans,  supervising  con¬ 
struction,  and  protecting  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  investment. 

At  the  present  time  REA  is  striving  to 
make  loans  to  bring  electric  service  to 
farmers  in  all  sections  of  the  country, 
even  going  into  new  sections  in  which 
little  if  no  rural  electrification  develop¬ 
ment  had  been  attempted  prior  to  1935. 
The  reduction  in  lending  operations  will 
mean  that  the  bulk  of  the  loans  will  have 
to  go  to  areas  where  the  feasibility  of 
rural  electrification  can  be  easily  estab¬ 
lished;  other  communities  that  desire 
electricity  just  as  much,  but  where  more 
intensive  preliminary  studies  must  be 
made,  will  have  to  wait. 

Under  the  agency’s  present  program, 
it  is  estimated  that  about  198,000  miles 
of  rural  high  lines  could  be  completed  in 
1948.  The  committee  reductions  will 
bring  this  downward  to  an  estimated 
150.000  miles. 

The  agency  will  have  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  servicing  and  safeguarding  a 
billion  dollars’  worth  of  Government 
funds  which  have  been  lent  to  more  than 
1.000  borrowers.  The  successful  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  electric  systems  so  financed 
constitutes  the  real  security  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  In  the  past,  REA’s  counsel  and 
advice — of  a  type  which  is  available  only 
from  this  agency — have  enabled  bor¬ 
rowers  to  cope  with  the  management  and 
operating  problems  to  the  extent  that 
successful  operations  and  prompt  repay¬ 
ment  have  been  the  result.  The  per¬ 
centage  of  farms  electrified  has  increased 
from  11  percent  to  57  percent  in  the  last 
12  years.  Today  advance  payments  on 
REA’s  loans  amount  to  approximately 
$20,000,000,  while  delinquencies  are  neg¬ 
ligible.  So  far  the  record  has  been  out¬ 
standing.  To  curtail  the  program  at  this 
time  invites  a  serious  threat  to  a  similar 
record  in  the  future. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  for  l'/2  minutes. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  lYz 
minutes  which  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  has  so  generously  allowed  to 
each  of  us  who  have  expressed  an  inter¬ 
est  in  REA,  I  think  I  have  just  about 
enough  time  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
American  people  to  the  interest  that  the 
great  Republican  Party  has  shown  in 
keeping  the  lights  burning  in  rural  Amer¬ 
ica. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  No.  The  committee  has 
very  generously  allotted  me  a  minute  and 
a  half  to  speak  for  the  rural  people  who 
want  lights  and  cannot  get  them.  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  spend  that  time  on  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa.  The  committee 
has  most  generously  expended  15  min¬ 
utes  of  its  valuable  time  considering  the 
question  of  providing  light  and  power  for 
all  the  farming  people  of  America — a 
touching  tribute  to  their  interest  in  rural 
people.  Think  of  it.  my  friends,  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  sup¬ 
ported  almost  unanimously  by  the  mem¬ 
bership,  of  the  majority  party  has  taken 
official  action  and  has  as  this  record  will 
reflect,  decided  that  lights  and  power 
for  farm  people  are  worthy  of  exactly  15 
minutes’  time.  Why,  my  friends,  I  am 
surprised  to  see  such  tremendous  inter¬ 
est  shown  in  the  farming  people  of 
America.  Full  15  minutes,  not  cut  short 
to  12  or  14  minutes  but  full  15  minutes  to 
be  devoted  to  the  American  farmer.  I 
am  delighted  to  see  that  the  Republican 
Party  was  willing  to  even  recognize  that 
there  are  farmers  who  still  use  kero¬ 
sene  lamps.  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the 
majority  party  gives  every  indication  of 
refusing  to  provide  money  with  which 
to  enable  these  farmers  to  borrow  enough 
to  get  lights.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  show  my 
appreciation  of  the  overwhelming  gen¬ 
erosity  of  the  subcommittee  chairman 
in  the  matter  of  time,  I  yield  back  the 
remaining  two  seconds  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  IMr. 
Hobbs]. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  at  each  point  in  the  Record 
where  I  spoke  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
money  represented  by  this  cut  will  re¬ 
move  skilled  and  experienced  engineers, 
competent  scientists  in  the  electrical 
field,  who  have  done  absolutely  wonder¬ 
ful  things  for  America. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  cannot  yield  when  I 
only  have  a  minute  and  a  half.  Too 
frequently  I  yield  to  my  own  hurt. 

To  give  you  an  illustration,  the  cost  of 
a  transformer  to  .reach  up  to  the  high- 
power  line  and  bring  the  electricity  down 
so  it  can  be  connected  with  a  dairy  or 
farmhouse  was  $1,500  until  REA  came. 
Now  through  the  skill  of  two  men  on 
the  force  that  is  going  to  be  eliminated 


entirely  by  this  cut,  the  cost  of  trans¬ 
formers  has  been  reduced  to  $20  apiece. 
They  have  been  able  to  do  away  with  so 
many  poles  as  to  be  estimated  to  have 
saved  a  million  dollars  by  plowing  one 
shallow  furrow  and  laying  the  line  under¬ 
ground.  They  have  invented  a  mar¬ 
velous  means  of  giving  formers  utterly 
without  telephone  lines  or  service,  tele¬ 
phone  service  by  “hitch-hiking”  on  light 
or  power  lines.  This  works  better  than 
regular  telephone  lines.  Such  geniuses 
in  REA  are  to  be  fired  by  reason  of  these 
cuts. 

Technical  consultation,  standardiza¬ 
tion  and  research  activities  dealing  with 
rural  power  systems  is  a  continuous  and 
necessary  activity  and  is  the  very  founda¬ 
tion  for  the  design,  construction,  and 
operation  of  an  electric  system.  Unlike 
services  such  as  engineering,  bookkeep¬ 
ing,  legal  advice,  and  so  forth,  it  cannot 
be  contracted  for  locally  by  the  indivi¬ 
dual  REA  borrowers.  These  services  can 
only  be  carried  out  on  an  over-all  na¬ 
tional  scale  by  specially  trained  engineers 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  power  in¬ 
dustry.  For  example,  the  Consumers 
Service  Section,  Technical  Standards 
Division  of  REA  has  .been  charged  with 
the  responsibility  of  conducting  basic  en¬ 
gineering  studies  of  rural  power  systems, 
for  the  purpose  of  reducing  costs  and 
improving  the  quality  of  electric  service 
to  the  farm  power  users. 

Because  of  the  reduced  REA  budget  as 
recommended  by  the  House  committee 
this  important  function  will  be  abolished 
or  curtailed  to  such  an  extent  that  this 
type  of  service  will  be  lost  to  rural  power 
systems.  Here  is  how  the  reduced  budget 
affects  this  section.  Sixty  percent  of  the 
engineering  positions  will  be  abolished, 
including  that  of  the  section  head.  This 
particular  section  has  demonstrated  its 
value  by  reducing  the  cost  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  rural  power  systems  by  sponsoring 
the  development  and  improvement  of 
such  equipment  as  oil  circuit  reclosers. 
This  development  alone  has  resulted  in 
an  annual  savings  of  operating  expenses 
of  well  over  a  million  dollars  on  those 
projects  who  are  now  using  this  type  of 
equipment.  Considerable  improvement 
in  these  reclosers  can  be  made  only  by 
engineers  who  are  familiar  with  switch- 
gear  design  and  performance  and  of 
power  system  operation. 

At  the  present  time  this  section  has 
been  actively  engaged  in  the  work  be¬ 
ing  carried  on  by  the  Radio  Technical 
Planning  Board,  which  was  created  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission. 
This  Board  is  composed  of  the  radio  and 
power  industry  representatives.  The 
purpose  of  this  Board  is  to  consult  with 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  FCC 
on  technical  matters  based  on  the  best 
engineering  practices  in  the  proper  ap¬ 
plication  of  radio  communication  by  the 
many  services  who  have  need  for  this 
type  of  service.  It  has  only  been  recent 
that  the  power  utility  group  has  been 
recognized  by  the  FCC  as  a  public  serv¬ 
ant  which  needs  radio  services  for  the 
protection  of  health  and  property.  REA 
projects  are  particularly  interested  in 
this  activity.  The  use  of  radio  in  the 
operation  of  rural  power  systems  offers 
a  tool  in  which  the  operator  himself 
will  be  able  to  dispatch  the  maintenance 
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crews  expeditiously  to  the  location 
where  an  emergency  exists.  This,  in 
effect,  is  a  protection  to  life  and  prop¬ 
erty.  It  is  well  to  point  out  here  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  rural  power  lines  ex¬ 
tend  into  remote  areas  which  do  not  now 
have  adequate  communication  facilities. 
This  is  definitely  a  handicap  in  the  op¬ 
eration  of  rural  power  systems  because 
valuable  time  is  lost  in  restoring  .service 
after  it  has  been  interrupted.  An  inter¬ 
ruption  to  a  farm  power  user  results  in 
a  direct  financial  loss  to  him. 

Further,  this  section  has  been  respon¬ 
sible  for  a  reduction  in  transformer  core 
losses  which  has  resulted  in  a  saving  of 
many  thousands  of  dollars  annually  in 
the  purchase  of  wholesale  power.  These 
are  only  a  few  items  to  indicate  what  has 
been  accomplished  by  this  Section. 

The  need  for  basic  engineering  on 
rural  power  circuits  will  always  exist. 
Vei’y  little  is  known  about  load  charac¬ 
teristics  on  rural  circuits.  InsufiBcient 
data  is  available  for  use  in  the  future 
design  of  rural  power  lines  because  the 
nature  and  type  of  load  are  practically 
unknown.  The  REA-financed  systems 
offer  one  of  the  best  laboratories  for  ob¬ 
taining  this  information. 

Inductive  coordination  problems  have 
been  very  successfully  handled  by  the 
Consumers  Service  Section.  The  nature 
of  this  work  deals  with  interference  from 
power  lines  to  communication  circuits, 
such  as  telephone,  telegraph,  and  radio. 
Through  good  engineering  practices  both 
power  and  communication  circuits  have 
been  so  coordinated  that  the  average 
layman  has  never  known  that  such  a 
problem  existed.  Of  necessity,  both 
power  and  communication  circuits  must 
be  designed  and  constructed  to  operate 
with  the  least  amount  of  interference  to 
each  other  so  that  the  best  quality  of 
service  may  be  rendered  to  the  rural 
population.  It  has  been  demonstrated 
on  many  occasions  by  engineers  of  long 
experience  that  the  coordination  of  pow¬ 
er  and  communication  circuits  can  be 
operated  in  the  same  area.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  it  requires  highly 
skilled  technicians  to  attain  this  objec¬ 
tive. 

Much  has  been  said  in  recent  years  re¬ 
garding  telephone  service  in  rural  areas, 
which  was  probably  brought  about  in  the 
use  of  mechanical  and  electrical  equip¬ 
ment  on  the  farm.  Senator  Lister  Hill, 
Alabama,  has  introduced  a  bili  in  Con¬ 
gress  for  a  Rural  Telephone  Administra¬ 
tion.  This  created  a  challenge  to  the 
power  and  communication  engineers, 
and,  as  published  in  a  recent  electrical 
engineering  journal,  the  author  pointed 
out  that  it  is  being  attacked  rigorously 
from  three  angles:  First,  there  is  great 
activity  in  the  extension  of  direct-wire 
communications  to  the  farm;  second,  in¬ 
tensive  studies  are  being  made  and  ex¬ 
periments  carried  on  in  the  joint  wire 
use  of  power  poles  for  telegraph  and  tele¬ 
phone  poles  for  power;  third,  intensive 
experiments  are  being  carried  on  in  the 
joint  use  of  carrier  telephones  on  power 
lines  to  render  telephone  service  to  farm¬ 
ers  who  have  electric  power  service.  This 
third  item  is  generally  known  as  tele¬ 
phone  conversation  hitchhiking  over 


power  lines.  This  is  another  instance 
where  the  Consumers  Service  Section 
has  contributed  toward  improving  living 
standards  in  the  rural  areas. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Murdock]  . 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  heard  on  this  floor  many,  many 
times  that  in  Japan  90  percent  of  the 
rural  farms  are  electrified.  That  is  not 
by  any  means  the  condition  with  Us.  It 
is  true  that  rural  electriflcation  has 
spread  rapidly  in  this  country,  but  I  tell 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  without  the  aid  of 
this  REA  less  than  half  of  the  rural 
farms  now  electrified  would  never  have 
been  electrified — and  that  in  the  home 
of  Thomas  A.  Edison. 

We  know  very  well  that  municipalities 
are  by  law  given  preference,  and  co¬ 
operatives  are  given  preference  in  the 
purchase  of  power  produced  by  Govern¬ 
ment  plants.  If  you  want  to  carry  out 
the  plain  intent  of  the  law  you  must 
provide  more  money  for  REA.  You  will 
hamper  it  by  cutting  down  this  part 
of  the  program,  and  that  is  equivalent  to 
nullifying  the  law  we  have  already 
passed  giving  preference  to  REA  for 
power  produced  at  Government  dams. 

Every  move  to  minimize  the  amount 
of  money  available  to  REA,  or  as  in  this 
case,  to  reduce  the  amount  of  money 
available  for  administration,  reduces  by 
that  much  the  number  of  REA  projects 
and  the  number  of  farmers  not  now  sup¬ 
plied  with  electricity  from  being  sup¬ 
plied.  With  our  modern  equipment  it  is 
possible  to  produce  much  more  elec¬ 
tricity  than  we  have  ever  formerly  pro¬ 
duced.  Especially  is  that  true  at  the 
great  dams  on  our  rivers.  I  contend 
that  those  who  want  to  restrict  the  out¬ 
put  of  hydroelectric  power  and  restrict 
its  avaiiability  to  farmers  are  in  effect 
bringing  about  a  scarcity  which  can  ben¬ 
efit  no  one  excepting  possibly  the  utilities 
who  would  sez've  a  small  fraction  of  the 
nearest  farmers  by  taking  the  cream  of 
the  prospects,  leaving  the  great  majority 
unserved. 

As  I  indicated,  we  have  written  into 
the  law  and  it  is  on  the  statute  books 
that  preference  shall  be  given  in  the  sale 
of  cheap  power  from  Government  dams 
to  municipalities  and  to  REA  coopera¬ 
tives  in  the  disposition  of  such  power.  I 
know  who  have  fought  enacting  such 
provisions  during  the  years  that  I  have 
been  in  Congress,  and  I  know  that  re¬ 
gardless  of  their  professions  of  interest 
in  aiding  farmers,  they  can  without  out¬ 
right  repealing  those  liberal  preference 
laws  through  minimizing  or  limiting  ap¬ 
propriations  for  REA,  make  it  possible 
to  have  the  same  effect  as  an  outright 
repeal  of  such  statutes  would  be.  I  have 
no  desire  to  injure  the  private  production 
of  power  and  I  am  willing  to  protect  the 
property  rights  of  such  as  have  pioneered 
utilities  in  new  communities,  but  I  will 
not  go  as  far  as  to  strengthen  their  mo¬ 
nopolistic  control  by  limiting  the  rural 
electrification  program. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  and  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  have  made 
eloquent  appeals.  I  wish  we  had  more 
time  to  present  this  case. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona  has  expired. 

(Mr.  MURDOCK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Williams]  is 
recognized. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
unalterably  opposed  to  the  slash  which 
has  been  made  in  funds  for  rural  elec¬ 
triflcation.  And  it  is  utterly  ridiculous 
for  our  friends  on  the  right  to  point  to 
the  cutting  of  these  fufids  as  a  saving 
for  the  American  taxpayer,  because 
every  dollar  of  this  appropriation  will  be 
repaid  into  the  United  States  Treasury 
with  interest,  and  the  American  people 
will  not  lose  a  dime.  This  kind  of  econ¬ 
omy  is  as  phony  as  a  $3  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  1934,  only  10  percent 
of  America’s  farms  were  electrified. 
And  yet  today,  primarily  through  the 
splendid  efforts  and  cooperative  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  REA,  more  than  52  percent 
of  the  rural  homes  enjoy  the  comforts 
and  advantages  of  electricity.  No  pro¬ 
gram  ever  conceived  or  enacted  by  (Con¬ 
gress  has  meant  more  to  the  American 
farmer,  and  I  heartily  and  sincerely  ad¬ 
vocate  not  only  its  continuance,  but  also 
its  expansion. 

Remember,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  Com¬ 
mittee  members,  that  it  is  the  rural  citi¬ 
zen  who  produces  so  that  the  urban 
citizen  may  have  food  and  clothing. 
Certainly  he  is  entitled  to  at  least  a  few 
of  the  comforts  and  conveniences  now 
enjoyed  by  his  brothers  In  the  cities. 
The  way  to  provide  this  comfort  is 
through  rural  electrification. 

Every  dollar  spent  by  REA  is  an  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  future  of  America. 

(Mr.  WILLIAMS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  is 
recognized  for  iy2  minutes. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  wish  to  say  merely 
that  down  in  my  section  of  Mississippi 
my  people  do  not  share  in  the  great  flood- 
control  projects  of  the  hill  sections;  we 
did  not  reap  the  financial  benefits  of  the 
war-production  programs  that  have  been 
going  on.  We  are  a  rural  area,  com¬ 
posed  largely  of  small-home  and  farm 
owners.  They  had  the  initiative  and  in¬ 
genuity  to  make  their  living  without  gov¬ 
ernment  assistance  before  they  would  go 
on  the  relief  rolls  during  depression. 

If  you  want  to  centralize  your  entire 
population  from  the  rural  areas  to  the 
cities,  where  your  housing  problems  are 
so  desperate,  just  continue  as  you  are 
going  in  this  bill — fail  to  electrify  the 
homes  in  the  rural  sections  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  If  you  want  to  encourage  people 
to  go  back  to  the  farms  and  in  the  rural 
sections,  give  them  cheap  electric  power 
and  roads.  Then  you  will  have  no  trouble 
about  your  population  having  concen¬ 
trated  in  the  cities  where  they  give  so 
much  trouble. 

The  people  in  my  State  have  had  de¬ 
posits  up  for  6  years  and  have  looked 
forward  to  the  day  when  the  war  would 
be  over  so  that  they  might  have  their 
homes  electrified.  That  same  thing  is 
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true  throughout  the  country.  They  ex¬ 
pect,  and  are  entitled  to,  the  comforts 
and  benefits  of  electricity. 

Remember,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not 
a  gift;  this  is  a  loan,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  cannot  lose.  The  Government  is 
taking  no  chance  in  providing  funds  to 
continue  and  extend  rural  electrification. 

This  amendment  should  pass;  it  is  an 
investment  in  America’s  future. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  ' 
taken  quite  a  bit  of  time  in  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  this  bill,  but,  being  a  member 
of  this  subcommittee,  I  regret  that  our 
distinguished  chairman  saw  fit  to  limit 
debate  and  that  I  have  such  a  short  time 
to  discuss  such  an  Important  subject 
as  rural  electrification.  The  majority 
members  of  this  committee  said  that  they 
would  grant  approximately  all  of  the 
funds  that  were  requested  for  loans,  but 
then  cut  the  administrative  expenses  by 
about  one-third.  Actually,  it  has  been 
stated  here  that  the  reduction  in  loan 
authority  of  $25,000,000  will  mean  the 
elimination  next  year  of  135,000  miles  of 
rural  lines.  I  say  to  you  the  Republican 
members  of  this  committee  have  seri¬ 
ously  hampered  the  expansion  of  this 
program  when  they  cut  down  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expense.  Every  move  in  the 
construction  of  a  line  clears  through  the 
administration  of  this  agency  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  From  the  time  the  application 
is  made  and  the  engineers  of  the  national 
agency  go  over  the  application  and  make 
the  survey  until  the  line  is  actually  con-s 
structed,  the  matter  is  under  administra¬ 
tive  authority. 

The  amount  of  administrative  funds 
as  approved  by  the  House  would  result 
in  reduction  of  almost  30  percent  in  the 
personnel  of  the  agency.  This  reduc¬ 
tion  would  sharply  retard  the  progress 
of  rural  electrification  on  the  eve  of  what 
would  otherwise  be  the  year  of  greatest 
accomplishment  in  the  history  of  the 
program.  Specifically,  the  House  reduc¬ 
tion  would: 

A.  Restrict  loan  allocations  to  those 
projects  requiring  least  preliminary 
investigation. 

B.  Retard  construction. 

C.  Decrease  the  Administration’s 
ability  to  protect  the  Government’s 
$1,000,000,000  investment  in  existing 
systems. 

The  work  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  including  the  staff  divi¬ 
sions  as  well  as  the  line  divisions  with 
field  personnel,  may  be  classified  into  the 
three  following  general  categories: 

First.  Making  loans. 

Second.  Building  lines. 

Third.  Protecting  the  Government’s 
investment. 

PROGRAM  IN  1948  COMPARED  WITH  PREWAR  PEAK 
TEARS 

Although  the  staff  of  the  agency  would 
be  reduced  by  the  House  bill  from  the 
present  number  of  1,100  to  approxi¬ 
mately  775,  or  slightly  more  than  the 
average  employment  during  the  years  of 
1939  and  1940,  the  program  of  the  agency 
in  1948,  as  shown  by  the  following  figures, 
will  be  at  least  three  times  as  large 
as  the  average  of  1939  and  1940,  the  pre¬ 
war  peak  years. 


Average  of 
1639  and 
1940 

Satimated 

1948 

Ex¬ 
cess  Of 
1639 
and 
1940 

Loan  authorizations... 

$60,000,000 

$225, 000, 000 

Pet. 

150 

Consumers  connected 

per  year _ 

222,500 

535,000 

140 

Total  consumers  con- 

nected . . 

403,800 

2, 454, 000 

510 

Advance  of  funds _ 

80,500,000 

340, 000, 000 

320 

Total  investments _ 

in,  600, 000 

1,065,000,000 

520 

Number  of  REA  per- 

sormel . 

735 

775 

5 

The  above  table  discloses  how  the  1948 
program  is  vastly  greater  than  that  of 
1939  and  1940.  For  example: 

First.  The  loan  authorization  is  $135,- 
000,000  greater. 

Second.  More  than  twice  as  many 
consumers  should  be  connected  during 
1948. 

Third.  Four  times  as  much  money 
will  be  advanced — a  quarter  of  a  billion 
dollar  increase. 

Fourth.  Not  only  are  the  lending  and 
construction  activities  vastly  greater 
than  in  1939  and  1940,  but  also  the  activ¬ 
ities  concerned  with  safeguarding  and 
servicing  the  Government  investment 
are  multiplied  sixfold. 

Notwithstanding  the  administrative 
demands  of  the  largest  program  REA 
has  faced,  the  House  bill  provides  a  re¬ 
duction  of  the  existing  staff  from  ap¬ 
proximately  1,100  to  about  775.  This 
compares  with  an  average  of  735  who 
carried  out  the  much  smaller  program 
in  1939  and  1940. 

EFFECT  OF  HOUSE  REDUCTION  ON  THE  1948 
PROGRAM 

Specifically,  the  effect  of  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  administrative  funds  as  passed 
by  the  House  would  be  reflected  in  the 
three  major  functions  of  the  agency  as 
follows: 

Loans:  There  is  insistant  demand  for 
electric  service  throughout  every  part  of 
the  Nation  but  in  order  to  loan  the 
$225,000,000  passed  by  the  House,  with  a 
sharp  reduction  in  the  REA  staff,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  make  rather  radical  de¬ 
partures  from  the  present  pattern  of 
loan  operations. 

Obviously,  it  will  be  necessary  to  re¬ 
duce  sharply  the  amount  of  time  and  ef¬ 
fort  spent  in  reviewing  loan  applica¬ 
tions.  Therefore,  by  force  of  circum¬ 
stance,  loans  will  tend  to  be  concentrated 
in  those  areas  where  the  least  intensive 
analysis  is  required  to  determine  eco¬ 
nomic  feasibility  of  the  project.  That 
will  mean  that  the  bulk  of  the  loans  will 
go  to  the  older,  better  established  bor¬ 
rowers  in  the  economically  most  favored 
areas.  It  will  simply  be  necessary  to  lay 
aside  applications  from  borrowers  in 
areas  where  any  additional  effort  is  re¬ 
quired  in  order  to  determine  the  feasi¬ 
bility  of  the  loan.  In  other  words  the 
development  of  rural  electrification,  un¬ 
der  the  program  resulting  from  the 
House  action,  would  not  be  on  a  truly 
national  basis. 

Construction:  The  labor  and  material 
situation  /is  improvihg  almost  daily. 
Given  an  adequate  administrative  staff 
with  which  to  function,  the  1948  con¬ 
struction  program  would  surpass  by  a 
wide  margin  any  previous  records  for  the 


construction  of  rural  power  lipes.  It  has 
been  estimated  that  with  our  present 
staff  It  would  be  possible  to  complete  the 
construction  of  198,000  miles  of  line  in 
1948.  With  staff  reductions  amounting 
to  almost  30  percent,  it  is  estimated  that 
it  will  not  be  possible  to  complete  more 
than  150,000  miles  in  1948.  Every  single 
step  in  the  construction  program,  from 
approval  of  the  original  plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  through  inspection  of  construc¬ 
tion  to  final  advance  of  funds  for  com¬ 
pleted  work,  will  be  slowed  up.  These 
are  jobs  that  must  be  done.  To  adopt 
any  other  course  would  be  costly  and  un¬ 
wise.  For  instance,  simply  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  engineering  assistance 
and  supervision  would  mean  that  the 
Government  would  be  investing  funds  in 
electric  systems  which  might  or  might 
,not  be  adequately  designed  to  serve  as 
the  basis  for  a  self-liquidating  loan. 

Specifically,  a  reduction  of  nearly  30 
percent  in  the  number  of  field  and  office 
engineers  of  the  agency  will: 

First.  Delay  the  approval  of  plans  and 
specifications,  engineering  contracts,  ma¬ 
terial  contracts,  construction  contracts, 
and  the  supervision  of  construction  prog¬ 
ress  in  the  field.  The  result  will  be  to 
slow  down  construction  and  the  connec¬ 
tion  of  new  consumers  by  about  25  per¬ 
cent,  and  to  seriously  delay  the  advance 
of  funds  with  which  borrowers  meet  their 
bills  to  both  contractors  and  material 
suppliers.  In  addition,  construction  costs 
will  be  higher  because  the  reduced  engi¬ 
neering  staff  will  not  be  able  to  make 
sufficiently  detailed  cost  studies  and  re¬ 
views  of  system  designs  to  obtain  lowest 
construction  and  operating  costs. 

Second.  Delay  the  approval  of  plans 
which  the  cooperatives  prepare  to  meet 
the  many  technical  operating  problems 
growing  out  of  the  greater  demands  for 
power  which  farm  people  are  placing  on 
their  utility  systems.  'These  include  such 
problems  as  sectionallzing  studies,  volt¬ 
age  regulations,  rephasing,  increasing 
substation  capacity,  and  so  forth. 

Third.  Delay  progress  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  generating  facilities  in  parts  of 
the  country  where  power  is  rationed  at 
the  present  time  or  where  it  is  impossible 
to  connect  new  consumers  because  of  in¬ 
adequate  power  supplies. 

Protecting  the  Government  invest¬ 
ment:  In  addition  to  speai’heading  the 
largest  construction  program  in  history 
during  1948,  REA  also  will  have  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  servicing  and  otherwise 
safeguarding  a  billion  dollars  worth  of 
Government  funds  invested  in  nearly 
1,000  utility  systems  operating  in  46 
States  and  two  of  the  Territories.  The 
real  security  of  the  Government  in  these 
systems  is  based  on  satisfactory  and  ef¬ 
ficient  operation  of  the  properties.  The 
great  bulk  of  these  loans  has  been  made 
to  farmer  cooperatives  whose  actual  ex¬ 
perience  in  the  electric  utility  business  is 
limited  wholly  to  that  gained  from  op¬ 
erations  ranging  from  a  few  months  to 
at  most  about  10  years.  Although  it  is 
the  policy  of  REA  to  withdraw  its  coun¬ 
sel  and  advice  as  rapidly  as  its  borrowers 
can  eflBciently  cope  with  their  manage¬ 
ment  and  operating  problems,  the  facts 
in  the  case  are,  that  the  multifarious 
problems  arising  from  the  rapid  growth 
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of  the  cooperatives  during  the  last  few 
years  is  confronting  even  the  most  ex¬ 
perienced  with  circumstances  in  which 
they  need  specialized  assistance  of  a  kind 
they  can  obtain  only  from  REA. 

The  average  REA-financed  system  will, 
In  1948,  represent  an  investment  of  more 
than  $1,000,000  with  approximately  800 
miles  of  line  serving  2,500  members. 
Furthermore,  in  the  all-out  effort  of 
the  last  dozen  years  to  get  power  lines 
to  as  many  farm  people  as  possible,  many 
of  the  problems  concerned  with  long¬ 
time  sound  management  and  the  finan¬ 
cial  welfare  of  the  cooperative  have  had 
to  be  deferred  and  are  now  calling  for 
REA  attention. 

A  reduction  of  nearly  30  percent  in  the 
REA  staff  will  reduce  the  management 
assistance  available  to  the  cooperative  to 
such  a  point  that  personnel  will  not  be 
available  in  many  cases  where  positive 
action  is  necessary  to  prevent  jeopardy 
of  the  Government’s  loan,  nor  will  it  be 
possible  to  provide  the  assistance  which 
might  prevent  such  situations  from  aris¬ 
ing.  Audits  of  borrowers’  records,  which 
constitute  a  basic  security  for  this  billion- 
dollar  investment,  would  be  so  sharply 
reduced  that  we  would  be  able  to  make 
an  adequate  check  on  the  financial  status 
of  our  borrowers  on  an  average  of  about 
once  every  2  years,  whereas  good  business 
practice  requires  more  frequent  audits. 
Advice  and  counsel  on  such  matters  as 
labor  relations,  training  of  system  per¬ 
sonnel,  cooperative  organization  and  sys¬ 
tem  appraisal  will  have  to  be  drastically 
curtailed. 

With  the  present  REA  staff — all  in¬ 
cluded,  administrative,  professional,  and 
clerical — there  is  an  average  of  only 
about  one  person  to  administer  relations 
with  a  million-dollar  borrower.  Under 
the  House  bill  this  would  be  reduced 
nearly  30  percent. 

Do  not  kid  yourselves  when  you  fail 
to  provide  sufficient  funds  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  REA.  You  restrict 
the  program  and  you  are  responsible  for 
thousands  of  farm  families  being  delayed 
in  receiving  electricity.  You  will  have 
prevented  them  from  finding  their  lot  a 
little  easier;  their  lives  a  little  brighter. 

(Mr.  WHITTEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
ixi^rlcs  ) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas^  [Mr. 
Trimble]. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  be  adopted  and  the 
authorization  for  loans  to  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  will  be  in¬ 
creased.  In  my  own  district,  and  I  am 
sure  the  same  situation  exists  in  all  parts 
of  the  country,  there  is  a  great  backlog 
of  applications  pending  for  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  rural  electrification  lines.  The 
amount  allowed  by  the  committee  will 
not  begin  to  take  up  the  applications  al¬ 
ready  filed. 

If  a  gift  of  money  were  being  asked  for 
the  various  rural  electrification  co-ops, 
then  I  could  well  understand  the  oppo¬ 
sition  of  the  committee.  But  even  so, 
just  for  the  sake  of  argument,  let  us  say 
that  it  is  a  gift.  It  is  my  contention 
that  it  would  be  good  business  even  as 


a  gift  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  for  three  reasons: 

First.  It  would  greatly  encourage  our 
free-enterprise  system  because  with  the 
extension  of  electric  energy,  tha  addi¬ 
tion  of  each  new  home  and  service  would 
increase  the  demand  for  refrigerators, 
washing  machines,  stoves,  heaters,  and 
many  other  items  in  the  home,  thus  af¬ 
fording  free  enterprise  an  opportunity 
to  manufacture  and  sell  additional  items, 
thereby  adding  to  their  revenue  and  abil¬ 
ity  to  serve. 

Second.  It  would  encourage  the  faith 
of  the  people  in  the  country  which  they 
love. 

Third.  It  would  bring  money  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  by  in¬ 
creasing  production  and  encouraging  in¬ 
dustry  with  the  incident  increase  in 
taxes  paid  in 

As  I  say,  even  if  it  were  a  gift,  it  would 
be  good  business  on  the  part  of  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

However,  it  is  not  contemplated  that 
this  money  be  a  gift.  It  is  only  an  au¬ 
thorization  for  loans  to  the  cooperatives 
to  extend  their  services  to  the  people 
who  have  waited  so  long  for  such  service. 
It  has  been  the  happy  experience  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  that 
these  loans  have  been  good  loans,  and 
they  are  being  repaid  with  interest  and 
many  times  repaid  ahead  of  due  date. 

In  addition  to  the  interest  which  the 
Government  receives  from  the  money 
it  loans,  it  increases  its  wealth  by  rea¬ 
son  of  the  taxes  collected.  The  little  co¬ 
operative  which  serves  my  home  sec¬ 
tion  paid  more  than  $9,000  in  taxes  last 
year,  in  addition  to  the  interest  which  it 
paid  to  the  Government  on  its  loans. 

We  hear  a  lot  these  days  ,about  sub¬ 
versive  activities.  If  we  want  to  kill  off 
subversive  activities,  the  best  thing  we 
can  do  is  to  make  our  people  happy  and 
make  our  own  fine  system  work.  I  know 
of  no  single  better  way  to  do  it  than  to  let 
the  cooperatives  have  all  the  money  they 
need.  I  mean  all  they  need,  to  extend 
electric  energy  to  every  home  and  to 
every  small  industry  that  does  not  have 
it  now. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  it  is  true  economy,  even 
looking  at  it  in  a  cold-blooded,  dollars- 
and-cents  manner. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  desire  to  avail  my¬ 
self  of  this  opportunity  to  register  my 
protest  against  the  recommendations  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  to  de¬ 
crease  the  funds  for  the  maintenance, 
operation,  and  expansion  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  during 
the  coming  fiscal  year.  We  all  realize 
that  the  demands  of  war  brought  to  a 
temporary  halt  the  activities  of  -REA, 
and  while  this  agency  is  still  confronted 
with  the  handicap  of  material  shortages 
the  prospect  of  obtaining  these  needed 
materials  is  considerably  brighter  now 
than  it  has  been  during  the  course  of  the 
past  several  years.  To  stultify  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  activities  of  REA  at  this 
time  would  be  a  definite  set-back  to  the 
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progress  and  welfare  of  the  American 
farmer  and  to  agriculture  generally. 
This  is  not  the  time  to  cut  back  the 
rural  electrification  program — now  is 
not  the  time  to  reduce  REA  loan  funds 
by  $25,000,000  nor  to  slash  by  nearly  30 
percent  the  funds  for  REA  administra¬ 
tive  purposes,  as  proposed  in  the  agri¬ 
cultural  appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal 
year  1947-48. 

Every  Member  of  this  House  who  has 
accorded  any  study  to  the  background 
and  operations  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration  understands  and  ap¬ 
preciates  that  the  activities  of  this 
agency  developed  out  of  the  needs  of  the 
American  farmer  and  his  family.  Rural 
electrification  means  the  transfer  of  a 
good  share  of  the  burden  of  manual  labor, 
entailed  in  the  operation  of  a  farm,  to 
the  power-driven  farm  equipment  which  i 
spares  not  only  the  backs  and  muscles  of  | 
the  farm  family  but  makes  for  greater 
efficiency  and  increased  agricultural 
production. 

Twenty  years  ago  only  3  percent  of ' 
the  6,000,000  farms  in  this  country  had  - 
electricity;  10  years  ago  just  slightly 
more  than  10  percent  of  these  farms  had 
electricity.  Why?  Because  the  privately 
owned  commercial  power  companies 
could  not  operate  on  a  profitable  basis 
in  rural  areas  located  beyond  the  im¬ 
mediate  vicinity  of  cities  and  towns. 

The  Government’s  answer  to  the  problem 
of  bringing  electricity  to  the  American 
farmer  and  his  family  is  REA,  which  is 
the  agency  through  which  Federal  credit 
is  extended  for  rural  electrification,  thus 
enabling  our  farm  population  to  organize 
and  operate  its  own  power  systems.  The 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  op¬ 
erates  no  electrical  facilities  but  is  mere¬ 
ly  the  Federal  facility  through  which 
rural  electrification  is  made  possible 
through  Government  loans  to  coopera¬ 
tives,  public  utility  districts,  municipali¬ 
ties,  or  power  companies  to  finance  elec¬ 
tric  generation,  transmission,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  faciiities  in  order  to  bring  elec¬ 
tricity  to  farm  families  too  far  removed 
to  receive  commercial  central  station 
electric  service.  In  addition  to  loans  to' 
local  farmer  cooperatives  and  other  bor¬ 
rowers,  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration  provides  technical  advice,  engi¬ 
neering  assistance,  legal  advice,  and  a 
standardized  accounting  system  to  its 
borrowers.  The  REA  program  is  on  a 
thoroughly  sound  financial  basis;  all 
loans  are  self-liquidating,  at  an  interest 
rate  of  2  percent  over  an  amortization  . 
period  of  35  years.  Less  than  one-half 
of  1  percent  of  all  REA  loans  are  delin¬ 
quent. 

Despite  confusing  and  biased  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  contrary,  the  activities  of 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration 
present  no  real  issues  between  private 
and  public  power  because  they  are  not  in 
competition;  REA  services  a  clientele 
that,  in  the  main,  the  privately  owned 
commercial  power  companies  cannot  y 
reach.  That  statement  is  borne  out  by  v. 
the  fact,  that  at  the  inception  of  the  REA  '■* 
program  it  was  hoped  and  believed  that 
the  commercial  power  companies  would  ^ 
take  the  initiative  in- the  rural-electrifi- 
cation  program,  but  this  hope  proved  to  v 
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be  ungrounded  in  that  out  of  $100,000,000 
made  available  for  this  program  in  1935 
the  commercial  power  companies  bor¬ 
rowed  less  than  $1,000,000,  which  conclu¬ 
sively  proved  that  the  problem  of  rural 
electrification  was  not  going  to  be  solved 
by  the  privately  owned  utility  com¬ 
panies;  instead,  it  became  obvious  that 
the  farmers  themselves,  in  cooperation 
with  the  Federal  Government,  would 
have  to  take  the  lead.  Rural  electric  co¬ 
operatives  began  springing  up  through¬ 
out  the  entire  country,  and  their  activi¬ 
ties  during  the  past  10  years  have  defi¬ 
nitely  established  that  the  nonprofit 
farmer  cooperative  is  the  answer  to  the 
problem  of  rural  electrification. 

The  Rural  Electrification  Act  specifi¬ 
cally  requires  that  50  percent  of  the 
funds  available  for  lending  purposes  in 
each  year  be  allocated  to  the  States  “in 
the  proportion  which  the  number  of  their 
farms  not  then  receiving  central-station 
electric  service  bears  to  the  total  number 
of  farms  of  the  United  States  not  then 
receiving  such  service.”  Thus  in  every 
State  borrowers  are  guaranteed  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  borrow  on  a  fair  and  propor¬ 
tionate  basis  for  the  development  of  rural 
electrification. 

Congress  annually  fixes  the  limit  of 
REA’S  lending  authority  for  each  fiscal 
year  and  directs  the  lending  of  funds 
within  that  set  limitation.  This  annual 
loan  fund  has  ranged  from  $10,000,000  to 
as  high  as  $300,000,000.  Unfortunately, 
in  this  bill  it  is  proposed  that  REA  have 
$25,000,000^^  less  during  the  coming  fiscal 
year  with  which  to  make  loans. 

As  of  April  1,  1947,  REA  had  approved 
loans  totalling  $1,010,037,390  to  1,011 
borrowers,  of  which  931  were  coopera¬ 
tives,  40  were  public  utility  districts,  20 
were  other  public  bodies,  and  20  were 
commercial  power,  companies.  These 
borrowers  were  operating  524,161  miles 
of  lines  serving  1,754,073  farms  and  other 
rural  consumers  in  46  States,  Alaska,  and 
the  Virgin  Islands. 

About  80  percent  of  the  consumers  on 
REA-financed  lines  are  farms,  the  re¬ 
mainder  being  nonfarm  rural  homes, 
churches,  schools,  community  halls, 
stores  and  a  variety  of  rural  Industries, 
such  as  creameries,  grain  elevators, 
wood-working  plants,  machinery  repair 
shops,  quarries,  and  so  forth.  The  stim- . 
ulation  of  rural  industry  is  not  by  any 
means  the  least  of  the  contributions  of 
the  REA  program  to  rural  welfare. 

In  my  own  State  of  Kentucky,  the  first 
REA  loan  was  approved  in  October  1935. 
Prior  to  that  time,  only  8,480  Kentucky 
farms,  or  3  percent  of  all  the  farms  in 
the  State  had  central  station  electric 
service.  According  to  estimates,  based 
on  the  1940  census,  32.1  percent  or  76,650 
Kentucky  farms  now  have  electricity. 
As  of  April  1,  1947,  the  26  Kentucky  REA 
borrowers,  all  of  whom  are  cooperatives, 
were  operating  16,327  miles  of  power  lines 
and  serving  69,582  rural  consumers.  As 
of  April  1, 1947,  our  Kentucky  rural  elec¬ 
tric  cooperatives  had  received  REA  loan 
approvals  totalling  $35,042,355;  of  this 
amount,  $19,019,853  had  actually  been 
advanced  for  construction  projects.  Our 
REA  borrowers  had  paid  $3,966,908  of  the 
principal  and  interest  on  their  loans,  in¬ 
cluding  $600,197  repaid  on  principal  be¬ 
fore  it  was  due. 


Kentucky,  which  is  basically  an  agri¬ 
cultural  State,  has  benefited  under  the 
REA  program,  taut  the  job  of  rural  elec¬ 
trification  there,  like  elsewhere,  is  not  as 
yet  completed  by  any  means.  While 
great  progress  has  been  made,  approxi¬ 
mately  3,000,000  American  farms,  of 
which  162,157  are  in  Kentucky,  still  lack 
electricity.  The  goal  is  electric  service 
to  every  one  of  these  potential  rural  con¬ 
sumers  and  REA  is  now  on  the  threshold 
of  its  greatest  opportunity  to  spread  the 
convenience  of  electricity  to  evei-y  farm 
family  in  the  Nation.  Let  us  take  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  opportunity  and  complete 
the  job.  Let  us  restore  the  full  REA 
appropriation. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas. 

[Mr.  HAYS  addressed  the  Committee. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLATNIK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  BLATNIK.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
few  minutes  which  have  been  allotted  to 
me  will  not  permit  a  full  discussion  of 
the  many  objectional  featiu'es  of  this 
measure.  Hence  I  must  limit  my  obser¬ 
vations  to  specific  examples  where  this 
unwise  slash  in  appropriations  will  cause 
great  harm  to  the  State  of  Minnesota 
and  to  my  district. 

In  the  first  place,  I  want  to  go  on  rec¬ 
ord  as  being  wholeheartedely  against  the 
cut  in  the  funds  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration.  In  my  opinion,  the 
present  rural  electrification  program  is 
doing  about  as  much  for  the  American 
farmer  as  anything  else  that  has  ever 
been  attempted  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  Millions  of  our  farm  housewives 
have  benefited  from  the  REA  in  that  it 
provides  electric  energy  for  cooking, 
heating,  ironing,  washing,  and  many 
other  of  the  numerous  household  tasks 
which  would  otherwise  be  drudgery.  It 
has  benefited  the  daily  operations  of  the 
farmer  by  providing  cheap  energy  for 
pumping,  elevating,  mixing,  and  so  forth. 
Life  has  become  more  productive,  pleas¬ 
ant,  and  worthwhile  for  the  people,  liv¬ 
ing  on  52.9  percent  of  the  farms  in  the 
country  as  a  result  of  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion. 

This  measure,  which  proposes  to  cut 
$1,600,000  from  the  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  REA,  and  $25,000,000  from 
its  loan  authorization,  is  certain  to  have 
detrimental  effects  upon  the  REA  pro¬ 
gram.  In  the  first  place,  this  cut  will 
mean  that  many  applications  for  loans 
by  farm  cooperatives  now  pending  must 
be  rejected  for  lack  of  funds.  Just  last 


week  I  received  a  telegram  from  the  Carl¬ 
ton  County  Cooperative  Power  Associa¬ 
tion,  Carlton  County,  Minn.,  protesting 
this  cut  in  funds.  This  association  has 
850  members,  of  whom  only  260  members 
have  been  receiving  the  benefits  of  elec¬ 
tric  power.  Recently  the  association 
made  application  for  a  loan  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  building  246  miles  of  power  line 
in  order  to  provide  the  same  service  to 
its  other  500  members.  If  this  cut  is  to 
stand,  these  good  people  are  to  be  de¬ 
prived  indefinitely  of  rural  electrification. 

This  is  not  an  isolated  example.  Farm 
cooperatives  all  over  the  United  States 
will  be  unable  to  go  forward  with  their 
REA  program  if  the  House  upholds  this 
proposed  slash.  In  fact,  the  REA  needs 
some  $361,000,000  for  the  1948  fiscal  year 
to  meet  its  lending  requirements — the 
$225,000,000  provided  in  this  bill  will  not 
even  begin  to  cover  application  for  loans 
now  pending. 

This  slash  is  a  crushing  blow  to  the 
hopes  of  millions  of  American  farmers 
who  desire  the  advantages  of  rural  elec¬ 
trification.  As  I  stated  before,  about  53 
percent  of  all  farmers  in  America  are  to¬ 
day  enjoying  the  benefits  of  rural  elec¬ 
trification.  I  maintain  that  we  should 
make  it  100  percent — we  should  expand 
and  extend  the  rural  electrification  to 
cover  every  farm  in  the  United  States, 
large  or  small. 

May  I  remind  my  colleagues  that  this 
slash  in  REA  funds  cannot  be  considered 
an  expenditure  in  the  first  place.  For 
most  of  the  REA  funds  are  used  to  make 
loans  to  farm  cooperatives,  which  are 
paid  back  to  the  Government  from  their 
earnings.  In  other  words,  REA  funds 
represent  an  investment  rather  than  a 
Government  expenditure,  and  to  slash 
thees  fuds  in  no  way  repreests  an  econ¬ 
omy. 

This  reduction  in  the  REA  funds  is  but 
part  of  the  general  pattern  of  false  econ¬ 
omies  whereby  the  proponents  of  this 
bill  are  able  to  cut  the  heart  out  of  the 
entire  farm  program.  Although  it  has, 
been  estimated  that  $300,000,000  is 
nee^Jed  for  the  AAA  conservation  pro¬ 
gram,  the  appropriations  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  have  been  cut  by  $100,000,000  down 
to  a  total  of  only  $150,000,000.  At  the 
same  time  the  crop  insurance  program 
is  reduced  by  $8,000,000;  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  by  $55,000,000; 
and  the  Production  and  Marketing 
Administration  by  $27,000,000.  Thus 
the  Federal  farm  program  is  dras¬ 
tically  curtailed — function  by  func¬ 
tion — through  the  indiscriminate  use  of 
the  economy  ax. 

A  second  example  of  false  economy  is 
found  in  the  proposed  reduction  in  the 
funds  for  the  school  hot-lunch  program. 
You  will  recall  that  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress  appropriated  $75,000,000  for 
this  program  for  the  1947  fiscal  year. 
You  will  also  remember  that  this  appro¬ 
priation  was  inadequate  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  make  a  deficiency  appro¬ 
priation  of  $6,000,000  to  carry  the  pro¬ 
gram  from  March  31  to  the  end  of  the 
current  school  year.  Even  this  total  of 
$81,000,000  for  the  present  fiscal  year  was 
far  from  adequate,  and  that  the  esti¬ 
mated  annual  fiscal  needs  for  this  service 
is  approximately  $120,000,000. 
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In  tha  face  of  these  facts,  the  ma¬ 
jority  now  proposes  to  reduce  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  national  school-lunch 
program  to  $45,000,000  for  the  1948  fiscal 
year — a  slash  of  40  percent.  The  effect 
of  such  a  cut  is  that  funds  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  will  be  exhausted  by  January  31, 
1948,  and  the  program  will  go  by  default 
at  that  time. 

I  have  always  favored  Government 
economy,  but  it  is  not  economical  to 
sacrifice  the  health  and  well-being  of 
our  children.  I  maintain  that  expendi¬ 
tures  for  food  for  our  school  children  is 
a  sound  investment  as  they  contribute  to 
the  building  of  a  healthy  citizenry  for  to¬ 
morrow.  I  call  upon  my  colleagues  to 
subordinate  their  desire  to  reduce  taxes 
for  the  benefit  of  the  wealthy,  and  re¬ 
store  this  budget  cut  and  thus  make 
possible  the  conservation  of  America’s 
most  precious  natural  resources — our 
children. 

Another  Instance  of  irresponsible 
budget  slashing  is  found  in  the  reduction 
of  the  funds  of  the  United  States  Forest 
Service.  The  lumber  and  pulpwood  in¬ 
dustry  is  an  important  one  in  my  State 
of  Minnesota,  and  these  industries  will 
suffer  from  this  slash.  To  slash  the  na¬ 
tional  forest  protection  and  management 
expenditures  by  over  $1,500,000  Is  bound 
to  hurt  the  forest  conseiwation  program. 
The  proposed  one-half  millon  dollars  re¬ 
duction  in  the  funds  needed  for  forest 
research  means  that  our  efforts  to  dis¬ 
cover  new  uses  for  forest  products  will 
have  to  be  curtailed. 

Let  me  give  you  a  concrete  example 
of  the  effect  of  this  slash  in  the  United 
States  Forest  Service  budget.  A  few 
months  ago  400  veterans  of  World  War 
II  living  in  the  city  of  Ely,  Minn.,  pooled 
their  resources  and  or  anized  a  pulp¬ 
manufacturing  business.  The  name  of 
the  firm  is  GI  Inc.  Before  the  firm  can 
begin  production,  an  RFC  loan  is  re¬ 
quired.  At  the  present  time  all  initial 
stages  In  securing  this  loan  have  been 
passed;  the  only  remaining  condition  in 
qualifying  for  this  loan  is  an  official  sur¬ 
vey  regarding  the  forest  resources  in  the 
area. 

Now  we  find  the  hopes  and  plans  of 
these  400  GTs  being  jeopardized  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  this  cut  by  one-half  million  dol¬ 
lars  in  the  funds  needed  for  forest-re¬ 
sources  investigations.  These  veterans 
cannot  get  their  RFC  loan  without  this 
official  survey,  and  there  can  be  no  such 
survey  without  adequate  appropriations. 

As  the  House  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  states  in  its  report  on  this  bill, 
“the  appropriation  of  funds  must  be 
geared  to  some  kind  of  basic  philoso¬ 
phy.”  This  is  an  obvious  truth.  But  the 
big  question  is.  To  what  Kind  of  a  basic 
philosophy?  I  say  certainly  not  one 
that  gives  so  little  assistance  to  those 
who  need  it  so  much. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

[Mr.  MONRONEY  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr, 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendments  to  increase  the  funds  for 
the  Rural  Electrification  program  be¬ 
cause  of  the  need  which  exists  and  the 
necessity  to  get  this  program  under  way. 
Due  to  the  war,  materials  have  been 
scarce  and  necessary  building  of  lines 
has  mot  been  done.  Surely  now,  when 
we  have  access  to  materials,  we  should 
proceed  with  this  program  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  It  is  hard  to  understand  why 
this  Appropriations  Committee  is  so 
loathe  to  grant  sufficient  funds  to  bring 
cheap  power  to  rural  America.  The 
REA  program  has  done  more  than  any 
other  single  factor  to  bring  happiness 
and  security  to  our  farm  families  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  grant  the  added 
funds. 

When  we  consider  that  a  country  like 
Japan  is  90  percent  electrified  and  the 
United  States  only  52  percent  electrified 
we  should  pause  to  wonder.  My  own 
State  is  only  approximately  35  percent 
electrified  and  I  am  looking  forward  to 
the  day  when  Montana  and  the  Nation 
will  be  completely  electrified — cheaply 
and  satisfactorily.  It  is  one  of  the  an¬ 
swers  to  the  security  which  all  America 
craves  and  all  America  deserves.  I  hope 
the  Republican  steam  roller  will  not 
smother  this  worthy  amendment  as  it 
has  consistently  and  unanimously  done 
on  every  amendment  considered  to  this 
time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Rayburn]. 

[Mr.  RAYBURN  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Horan]. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  fully 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
The  distinguished  gentleman  and  minor¬ 
ity  leader  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn] 
and  REA  has  no  better  friend  on  this 
floor  than  the  gentleman  from  Washing¬ 
ton  now  addressing  you.  However,  I 
want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  every  amount  for  loans  in  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  budget  is  in  this  bill.  But  I  want 
to  remind  you  that  a  year  ago  we  appro¬ 
priated  money  for  rivers  and  harbors, 
we  appropriated  for  reclamation  and 
War  Department  civil  functions,  we  ap¬ 
propriated  money  for  airports,  we  appro¬ 
priated  money  for  REA  and  other  civil 
functions,  for  the  construction  of  more 
or  less  public  works,  and  after  we  went 
home  the  President,  using  the  excuse  that 
they  were  infiationary  and  made  too 
much  construction  for  this  country, 
froze  those  funds,  and  over  $400,000,000 
of  those  funds  are  still  frozen.  Now, 
there  are  in  allocations  and  loan  grants 
in  this  bill,  half  a  billion  dollars  for  REA. 
I  rejoice  that  that  is  true.  But,  if  we  are 
to  break  the  President’s  budget,  and  go 
over  it  by  action  on  these  amendments 
I  ask  you  in  all  honesty,  what  expecta¬ 
tion  have  we  that  the  President  will  not 
again,  in  the  name  of  the  inflation  that 
he  only  2  weeks  ago  showed  he  was  fear¬ 


ful  of,  freeze  those  funds  In  the  name  of  a 
sensible  program  for  fiscal  1948. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
OXRKSEN  3  • 

Mr.  DIR.KSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  It 
might  be  expected  that  on  a  subject  like 
REA  there  would  be  a  little  more  light 
and  a  little  less  heat.  I  have  great  affec¬ 
tion  for  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi, 
but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  he 
is  greatly  mistaken.  Now,  we  might  just 
as  well  be  honest  about  it.  Yesterday 
he  used  the  figure  here  of  $361,000,000  in 
demands  for  power,  and  where  did  he 
get  it? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  not  going  to 
yield  at  this  point. 

I  will  tell  you  where  that  figure  came 
from,  and  I  do  not  yield,  Mr.  Chairman. 
There  are  over  here  in  the  files  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  the  ques¬ 
tionnaires  that  a  former  Democratic 
Member  of  Congress  by  the  name  of 
Clyde  Ellis  sent  out  to  all  the  coopera¬ 
tives,  and  there  he  dumped  on  our  desk 
in  the  hearing  room  all  of  the  question¬ 
naires,  and  the  aggregate  is  $361,000,000. 
That  is  the  figure  that  shows  up  in  the 
mimeographed  letter  that  came  to  the 
desk  of  nearly  every  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  this  week. 

Now,  then,  what  is  in  them?  Well, 
we  went  to  the  trouble  to  analyze  them. 
Here  is  a  request  for  a  line  to  cost  $6,000 
a  mile  in  Termessee,  when  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  told  us  that  the  aver¬ 
age  cost  was  $1,500.  Here  is  a  request 
to  build  a  line  of  115  miles  to  serve  62 
consumers.  There  are  600  of  those  ques¬ 
tionnaires  lying  over  there.  That  is 
where  they  got  this  estimate.  We  have 
been  more  than  generous  with  the  REA, 
and  you  should  vote  this  amendment 
down.  They  have  more  money  than 
they  need  right  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  ■ 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired.  All 
time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missom-i  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Rankin)  there 
were — ayes  106,  noes  141. 

So  the  substitute  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  announced  that  the  noes  appeared 
to  have  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Phillips 
of  California  and  Mr.  Cannon. 

The  Committee  divided ;  and  the  tellers 
reported  that  there  were — ayes  144,  noes 
159. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remainder 
of  the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and  be 
subject  to  amendment  at  any  point. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  is  at  the  Clerk’s 
desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dirksen  :  Strike 
out  lines  24  and  25  on  page  71,  and  lines  1,  2, 
and  3  on  page  72  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  “Notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  section  32,  Public  Law  No.  320, 
Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved  August 
24,  1935,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  ed.  612 
(c)),  not  more  than  $40,000,000  shall  be 
available  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1948,  for  use  in  effectuating  the  purposes 
of  that  act.  The  remainder  of  the  fund  ap¬ 
propriated  by  said  act  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
is  hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1,  1947,  and 
shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and 
covered  into  the  Treasury  immediately  there¬ 
after.” 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr,  Chair¬ 
man,  I  reserve  a  point  of  order  against 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  pre¬ 
fer  that  the  point  of  order  be  made  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota  will  state  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  wanted  to  know  exactly  what  the 
amendment  proposes  to  do.  Obviously,  it 
proposes  to  amend  existing  law.  I  may 
not  want  to  insist  upon  the  point  of  order 
if  I  can  hear  it  explained. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
whether  or  not  the  point  of  order  is  made 
will  determine  the  action  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  prefer  that  the  point  of  order 
be  disposed  of  at  this  time. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  in  order  to  protect  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case!  ought  to  re¬ 
serve  his  point  of  order  or  make  it  now. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  expect  to  see  the 
point  of  order  made  now  and  disposed  of, 
because  it  will  have  some  bearing  on  our 
future  action. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  received  some  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  amendment  and  I  do 
not  insist  on  the  point  of  order,  and  I 
withdraw  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
offered  this  amendment  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  as  many 
of  the  members  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  as  I  could  discuss  it  with, 
and  it  seems  to  be  agreeable. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORI.xACK.  Have  you  con¬ 
ferred  with  the  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  on  the  Democratic  side? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  were  not  departing  from  the 
committee  position  and  I  rather  imagine 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  discussed 
it  with  some  members  on  that  side. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

I  would  like  to  know  what  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  situation  is.  Has  the  gentle¬ 
man  reserved  his  point  of  order,  or  not? 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  No.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Dakota  has  withdrawn 
the  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  it  is 
in  order  to  be  heard  at  this  time,  I  would 
like  to  be  heard. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  to  say  to  the  gentlemen  on 
this  side  particularly,  that  from  section 
32  funds,  as  they  were  originally  sent 
down,  $100,000,000  of  the  estimated 
$148,000,000  would  have  been  used  for 
AAA  payments.  The  committee  today 
having  reduced  the  AAA  payments, 
provided  for  such  payments  as  will  be 
made  by  direct  appropriations,  and  the 
$100,000,000  of  the  $148,000,000  estimated 
in  section  32  funds,  not  being  needed 
for  that  purpose,  it  means,  then,  that 
of  $48,000,000  that  would  ,  have  been 
available  if  the  budget  recommendation 
had  been  followed,  $40,000,000  is  made 
available  by  the  chairman’s  amendment. 
In  effect,  you  are  getting  $40,000,000  out 
of  an  estimated  $48,000,000  that  would 
have  been  available  for  the  general  pur¬ 
poses  of  section  32,  exclusive  of  the 
$100,000,000  that  might  have  gone  to  the 
AAA  payments. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  if  that  is  not  a  correct  statement 
of  his  amendment.  That  is,  will  the 
amendment  make  available  $40,000,000 
for  general  section  32  purposes,  of  the 
estimated  $48,000,000  that  would  be 
available? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No.  It  would  be 
$40,000,000  out  of  the  estimated  $48,000,- 
000  that  would  be  available.  The  whole 
amount  of  customs  receipts  was  esti¬ 
mated  at  $148,000,000,  but  in  the  budget 
estimate,  $100,000,000  was  transferred  to 
the  conservation  and  use  payments,  and 
the  other  was  earmarked  for  section 
32.  This  makes  provision  for  $40,000,000 
of  the  $48,000,000  which  otherwise  would 
have  been  stricken  entirely  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  The  gentleman,  of 
course,  was  not  paying  attention  to  my 
earlier  remarks,  but  they  are  in  line 
with  what  the  gentleman  has  said.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  on  this  commit¬ 
tee  I  have  been  vitally  interested  in  the 
section  32  funds.  They  have  proven  one 
of  the  greatest  bulwarks  of  safety  for 
the  American  farmer  and  while  $40,000,- 
000  is  not  $48,000,000,  it  will  substan¬ 
tially  meet  the  needs  of  the  American 
people,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  the  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  other  side  see  this  light  at 
this  late  hour;  and  I  for  one  am  for  this 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  very  apparent  now 
that  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Republican 
members  of  the  subcommittee,  forced  by 
the  militant  fight  made  by  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  members  on  the  subcommittee, 
concurred  in  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  and  several  other 
members  of  the  Republican  Party,  has 


now  offered  this  amendment  which  will 
bring  some  relief  to  the  farmers.  The 
credit  for  this  amendment  is  entirely  due 
to  the  militant  fight  that  has  been  made 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  yesterday  and 
today  by  a  small  group  of  Republican 
Members  and  the  entire  Democratic 
membership  in  the  House. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  speaking  for  the  farm  constit¬ 
uency  he  has,  those  concrete  farmers  in 
South  Boston? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  is  speaking  for  the 
people  of  South  Boston.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  has  supported  all 
farm  legislation.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  spoke  for  the  first  Bank- 
head  cotton  quota  act  which  was  the  first 
piece  of  farm  legislation  years  ago  that 
passed  this  House  by  six  or  seven  votes. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
has  consistently  voted  for  farm  legisla¬ 
tion,  and  I  have  done  it  because  I  do 
not  think  I  should  view  these  questions 
from  a  sectional  angle,  and  that  while 
I  am  serving  a  congressional  district  here 
I  feel  that  it  is  my  duty  to  represent 
the  national  interest  of  the  people  as  a 
whole. 

So  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  whose 
kindly  but  wise  inquiry  was  made,  the 
gentleman  who  represents  South  Bos¬ 
ton — and  I  represent  the  people  of  that 
district  with  pride— answers  in  the  af¬ 
firmative  that  in  making  my  remarks  I 
am  expressing  the  views  of  the  people 
of  my  district,  and  there  is  not  one  farm 
located  in  the  district. 

A  motion  to  recommit  will  be  made. 
That  motion  will  include  increasing  the 
soil  conservation  item  from  $165,000,000 
to  $300,000,000.  I  understand  it  will  in¬ 
clude  an  increase  for  the  school  lunch 
program  and  an  increase  for  the  rural 
electrification  program.  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  anything  else  or  any  other 
items  that  may  be  included  therein,  but 
those  three  matters  will  be  included  in 
the  motion  to  recommit  and  when  the 
vote  is  had  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States  and  those  interested  in  this  bill 
can  interpret  the  vote  and  know  that  a 
vote  against  the  motion  to  recommit  is 
a  vote  against  increasing  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  to  $300,000,000,  is  a  vote  against  in¬ 
creasing  the  school-lunch  program  to 
$75,000,000,  and  is  a  vote  against  increas¬ 
ing  the  rural  electrification  program. 

We  now  have  the  practice  set  in  this 
bill  and  in  the  Interior  Department  bill. 
In  that  connection  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  people  of  the  great  Northwest  and 
West  to  the  fact  that  their  hopes  are  be¬ 
ing  decimated  by  the  sharp  reductions  in 
the  appropriations  made  in  the  bill  by  the 
Republicans  and  that  the  control  of  the 
Republican  Party  is  in  the  East.  There 
is  an  eastern  domination  of  the  Republi¬ 
can  Party. 

This  bill  conveys  to  the  farmers  of  the 
country  confirmation  of  the  statement 
that  the  Republican  Party  in  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  farmers  in  this  bill  as 
they  did  in  making  appropriations  for 
the  West  and  Northwest  in  the  Interior 


✓ 


6178 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


May  28 


Department  bill  were  dominated  by  the 
eastern  wing  of  their  party. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  I  may  be  permitted 
a  comment,  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  that  there  is  not  a 
member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Agri¬ 
cultural  Appropriations  who  comes  from 
east  of  the  Allegheny  Mountains. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment 
do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  should  like  to  ask  a  question. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  do  now  close. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  corrections 
may  be  made  that  will  be  submitted  to 
the  Clerk. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members  of 
the  House  may  have  the  right  to  extend 
their  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  in  connection 
with  the  amendment  adopted  on  re¬ 
search,  the  total  be  corrected  to  read 
“$9,500,000.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLEVENGtER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress  the 
OPA  Act  was  repealed.  There  were  cries 
of  anguish  from  the  bureaucrats,  who 
predicted  dire  results. 

Let  me  analyze  what  happened :  Goods 
reappeared  on  the  shelves.  Our  economy 
started  to  function.  In  the  first  quarter 
this  year  our  national  income  increased 
to  the  rate  of  $180,000,000,000.  Retail 
sales  in  March,  according  to  a  report 
of  United  States  News,  reached  $107,400,- 
000,000.  In  addition,  the  public  was  con¬ 
suming  more  goods  than  in  any  period  in 
history. 

For  the  first  time  since  1930  we  have 
a  balanced  national  budget,  full  employ¬ 
ment,  and,  at  the  same  time,  are  able 
to  help  in  restoring  world  economic  con¬ 
ditions. 


That  condition  was  the  result  of  the 
repeal  of  the  OPA.  In  my  opinion,  if 
the  OPA  had  not  been  repealed,  the  pre¬ 
dictions  of  the  planners  of  a  national  in¬ 
come  of  $140,000,000,000,  with  8,000,000 
unemployed,  would  have  come  to  pass. 

Then  our  Nation  would  not  have  been 
prosperous;  we  would  not  have  been  able 
to  balance  the  budget  and  reduce  taxes. 
We  would  have  had  a  national  deficit 
and  an  increase  in  appropriations  from 
a  reduced  national  income. 

Next,  let  us  look  at  present  price  levels. 
For  the  past  30  days  the  35  leading  raw 
materials,  which  determine  our  income 
and  that  of  the  world,  have  been  prac¬ 
tically  stabilized  at  170  percent  of  1926 
price  levels. 

If  you  will  recall  the  price  of  gold, 
which  is  still  the  yardstick  for  interna¬ 
tional  exchange,  was  increased  from 
$20.67,  the  1926  price,  to  $35  an  ounce, 
also  an  approximate  Increase  of  170  per¬ 
cent.  In  other  words,  our  prices  during 
the  past  30  days  have  been  at  par  with 
the  only  monetary  yardstick  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time. 

The  farmer  is  being  blamed  for  high 
prices  and  a  campaign  has  been  on  for 
weeks  to  get  his  price  down.  At  the 
present  time  farm  marketings  are  140 
percent  of  theT930-39  averages  and  from 
the  same  number  of  farm  acres.  The 
result  of  this  140-percent  farm  produc¬ 
tion  times  the  price  at  present  is  the 
reason  for  $180,000,000,000  of  national 
income. 

Supposing  because  of  controls  and  the 
shortage  of  farm  labor,  fertilizei’,  farm 
machinery,  and  possibly  weather  condi¬ 
tions  our  farm  production  drops  back  to 
1930-39  levels,  what  will  be  the  result? 
Our  national  income  even  with  present 
price  levels  would  be  approximately 
$140,000,000,000,  we  would  have  unem¬ 
ployment  and  a  return  of  national  def¬ 
icits. 

Let  me  say  to  some  of  my  fellow  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  from  the  Eastern  States, 
you  are  still  following  the  plan.  For 
each  $1  of  farm  income  the  national  In¬ 
come  will  be  $7,  and  if  his  price  or  pi-o- 
duction  drops  you  are  going  to  suffer  in 
direct  proportion. 

Therefore,  whether  you  represent 
labor,  manufacturing,  or  finance  you 
should  be  seriously  concerned  about  the 
farmers’  welfare. 

There  is  plenty  of  evidence  of  a  desire 
to  break  down  our  farm  income.  Al¬ 
though  Congress  repealed  the  OPA  the 
planners  are  using  their  controls  over 
exports  and  imports  as  price  control. 

Under  the  Constitution  Congress  was 
given  the  right  to  control  our  domestic 
and  foreign  commerce.  But,  through  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act  and  War  Powers 
Act,  Congress  gave  its  control  away. 
-The  planners  are  now  thinking  in 
terms  of  an  International  Trade  Organi¬ 
zation  which  can  tell  the  farmer  what  to 
plant,  the  price  he  is  to  receive  and  how 
much  can  be  sold  to  other  nations.  Then 
there  will  be  no  need  for  Congress. 

A  good  Illustration  of  what  is  happen¬ 
ing  to  our  price  structure  can  be  illus¬ 
trated  by  the  price  of  lard. 

Because  of  OPA  restrictions  and  con¬ 
fusion  our  hog  numbers  on  January  1, 
1947  had  droppec^  to  1939  levels.  We  had 


a  good  corn  crop  and  the  farmer  using 
the  hog  as  a  factory  fed  to  heav¬ 
ier  weights,  thus  giving  us  both  more 
meat  and  lard. 

For  this  contribution  to  our  food  sup¬ 
ply  and  national  income  he  is  now  being 
penalized.  Allocations  for  exports  of  fats 
and  oils  have  prevented  shipments  to  the 
hungry  in  Europe. 

The  result  has  been  a  piling  up  of 
lard  in  storage.  In  addition  with  con¬ 
trol  of  tariffs  they  have  permitted  im-  , 
ports  of  fats  and  oils  to  help  depress  lard 
still  further.  And,  in  addition  to  that 
they  have  been  carr3dng  on  a  program 
for  our  housewives  to  save  grease  for 
soap. 

What  does  it  all  add  up  to?  Because 
of  this  control,  according  to  a  news  item 
from  the  Chicago  market,  heavy  hogs 
have  dropped  in  price  $6  to  $10  per  hun¬ 
dred-weight.  The  farmer  in  many  cases 
suffered  a  loss  in  trying  to  produce  food. 

Quoting  for  the  same  article,  “despite 
increased  output  and  the  heaviest  ac¬ 
cumulation  of  lard  in  3  years,  exports 
under  Federal  control  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1947  were  11  percent  below  the  same 
period  in  1946  and  54  percent  below  2 
years  ago. 

They  have  led  the  American  people  to 
believe  that  they  need  these  contz'ols  to  - 
feed  the  world  and  that  they  must  have 
these  controls  under  the  War  Powers 
Act — an  emergency  measure. 

In  my  opinion  these  controls  are  pre¬ 
venting  food  from  reaching  the  hungry 
in  other  nations  and  the  record  proves 
this  contention. 

In  the  first  3  months  this  year  we  ex¬ 
ported  approximately  $614,000,000  worth 
of  food.  We  imported  $421,000,000.  In 
this  3-month  period  our  exports  were 
less  than  the  first  3  months  of  1946.  On 
the  other  hand,  our  imports  of  food  in¬ 
creased  36.7  percent  over  the  same  period 
in  1946. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  for  the 
first  3  months  of  1947  our  total  food 
exports  will  be  approximately  $2,500,- 
000,000,  with  imports  practically  equal¬ 
ing  exports  by  the  end  of  the  year. 

With  an  estimated  export  total  of 
$13,000,000,000,  food  products  will  be 
about  19  percent. 

This  ought  to  illustrate  how  these  con¬ 
trols  are  being  used  to  benefit  the  large 
industries  through  the  foreign  loans 
which  We  have  been  making. 

As  a  Member  of  Congress  I  am  warn¬ 
ing  you  that  we  are  permitting  the  de¬ 
struction  of  our  agricultural  economy — 
the  foundation  of  our  national  income. 

It  is  just  a  matter  of  months  until 
the  control  over  exports  and  low  prices 
for  fats  and  oils  will  bring  on  the  depres¬ 
sion  which  the  planners  have  been  pre¬ 
dicting  and  seem  to  want. 

I  do  not  want  another  depression  and 
if  it  is  to  be  prevented  Congress  must 
act  to  regain  its  constitutional  power  to 
control  domestic  and  foreign  commerce. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  express  my  appreciation  of  the  cour¬ 
tesy  and  consideration  shown  the  minor¬ 
ity  by  the  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]. 

I  count  it  a  privilege  to  have  served 
under  the  chairmanship  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois.  Within  my  mem¬ 
bership  on  that  subcommittee  we  have 
never  had  a  chairman  of  greater  ability 
and  more  sincere  devotion  to  the  real 
interests  of  agriculture  and  the  Nation. 

I  am  certain,  I  violate  no  confidence 
when  I  say  that  in  the  event  of  the  mis¬ 
fortune  of  having  a  President  in  the 
White  House  of  his  political  affiliation  he 
would  unquestionably  be  a  member  of  the 
President’s  Cabinet — and  if  within  the 
next  6  or  10  years  is  entirely  within  the 
realm  of  possibility  that  he  would  ap¬ 
point  the  Cabinet  himself. 

In  anticipation  of  such  happy  auspices, 
I  want  to  take  the  precaution  of  now 
entering  application  for  special  consid¬ 
eration.  The  President  of  the  United 
States  has  the  duty  of  appointing  some 
to  desirable  positions  carefully  chosen 
Members  of  the  opposite  party  on  bi¬ 
partisan  and  nonpartisan  commissions. 

May  I  here  take  advantage  of  this 
occasion  to  petition: 

“Remember  me  when  thou  comest  into 
thy  kingdom.” 

Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  fairest  pro¬ 
visions  of  our  system  of  procedure  is  the 
rule  for  the  motion  to  recommit.  The 
minority  is  necessarily  at  a  disadvantage. 
For  example,  on  one  amendment  which 
was  offered  today  a  change  of  six  votes 
would  have  carried  the  proposition,  a 
very  important  one;  still,  we  have  no  op¬ 
portunity  of  getting  a  record  vote  on  it 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

So  the  rules  provide  that  the  minority 
may  offer  one  motion  to  recommit  in 
order  to  secure  a  record  vote  on  what 
they  may  consider  to  be  the  essential 
features  of  their  program. 

We  will  offer  a  motion  to  recommit 
which  will  comprise  three  very  simple 
provisions.  It  will  submit  three  amend¬ 
ments.  The  first  amendment  will  be  for 
$300,000,000  for  the  AAA,  and  nothing 
else,  just  the  $300,000,000  for  AAA.  The 
second  amendment  will  ask  $75,000,000 
for  school  lunches,  and  nothing  else,  just 
the  $75,000,000  for  school  lunches.  And 
the  third  will  provide  $250,000,000  for 
REA. 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Chairman,  a  vote  for 
the  motion  to  recommit  will  be  a  vote 
for  AAA,  for  school  lunches,  and  for  REA. 
A  vote  against  that  motion  to  recommit 
will  be  a  vote  against  the  farmers,  the 
farm  family,  and  the  hungry  children  of 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise 
and  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  sundry  amendments,  with  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  that  the  amendments  be 
agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Herter,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 


having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for 
other  purposes,  had  directed  him  to  re¬ 
port  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with  sun¬ 
dry  amendments,  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  amendments  be  agreed  to 
and  that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  bill  and  all 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  amendment?  If  not, 
the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  to  recommit  the  bill 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  with 
Instructions  to  report  It  back  forthwith  with 
the  following  amendments: 

On  page  48,  line  26,  strike  out  “$165,614,- 
290”  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof,  “$300,- 
000,000.” 

On  page  52,  line  23,  strike  out  “$45,000,- 
000”,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$75-, 000,000”, 
and  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  para¬ 
graph  through  line  25. 

On  page  61,  line  6,  strike  out  the  figure 
“$225,000,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
figure  “$250,000,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  ./as  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  174,  nays  180,  answered 
“present”  4,  not  voting  71,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  67] 

YEAS— 174 


Abernethy 

Combs 

Fogarty 

Albert 

Cooley 

Folger 

Allen,  La. 

Cooper 

Forand 

Almond 

.Courtney 

Gary 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Cox 

Gathlngs 

Barden 

Cravens 

Gordon 

Bates,  Ky. 

Grosser 

Gore 

Battle 

Cunningham 

Gorskl 

Beckworth 

Davis.  Ga. 

Gossett 

Bell 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Granger 

Blatnik 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Grant,  Ala. 

Bonner 

Deane 

Gregory 

Boykin 

Delaney 

Hardy 

Brooks 

Dolliver 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Domengeaux 

Harris 

Bryson 

Donohue 

Harrison 

Buchanan 

Dorn 

Hart 

Bulwlnkle 

Doughton 

Havenner 

Burleson 

Douglas 

Hays 

Camp 

Drewry 

Hedrick 

Cannon 

Durham 

Hendricks 

Carroll 

Eberharter 

Hobbs 

Celler 

Elliott 

Hoeven 

Chapman 

Engle,  Calif. 

Hollfield 

Chelf 

Evlns 

Huber 

Clark 

Fallon 

Hull 

Clements 

Feighan 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Colmer 

Fernandea 

Jarman 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Marcantonio 

Rooney 

John.son,  Tex. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Sabath 

Jones,  Ala. 

Meade,  Md. 

Sasscer 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Miller,  Calif. 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Mills 

Sheppard 

Kee 

Monroney 

Sikes 

Kefauver 

Morgan 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Kennedy 

Morris 

Smathers 

Keogh 

Murdock 

Smith,  Va. 

Kerr 

Murray.  Tenn. 

Spence 

Kilday 

O’Brien 

Stanley 

King 

O’Konskl 

Stlgler 

Kirwan 

O’Toole 

Stratton 

Klein 

Pace 

Talle 

Lane 

Passman 

Teague 

Lanham 

Patman 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Larcade 

Peden 

Thomason 

Lea 

Philbln 

Trimble 

Lemke 

Pickett 

Vinson 

Lesinskl 

Poage 

Walter 

Lucas 

Preston 

Wheeler 

Lusk 

Price,  Fla. 

Whitten 

Lyle 

Price,  Ill. 

Whittington 

Lynch 

Priest 

Williams 

McCormack 

Rains 

Wilson,  Tex. 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Rankin 

Winstead 

Madden 

Rayburn 

Wood 

Mahon 

Richards 

Worley 

Manasco 

Rivers 

Zimmerman 

Mansfield. 

Robertson 

Mont. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

NAYS— 180 

A'len,  Calif. 

Gearhart 

Mitchell 

Allen,  Ill. 

Gillette 

Muhlenberg 

Andersen, 

Goff 

Mundt 

H.  Carl 

Goodwin 

Murray,  Wis. 

Anderson,  Calif.  Graham 

Nodar 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Griffiths 

Norblad 

Arends 

Gross 

Owens 

Arnold 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Patterson 

Banta 

Hale 

Phillips.  Calif. 

Barrett 

Hall, 

Plumley 

Bates,  Mass. 

Edwin  ArthurPotts 

Beall 

Hall, 

Poulson 

Bender 

Leonard  W. 

Ramey 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Halleck 

Reed,  Ill. 

Bishop 

Hand 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Blackney 

Harness,  Ind. 

Rees 

Boggs,  Del. 

Herter 

Reeves 

Bolton 

He.selton 

Rich 

Bradley 

Hill 

Riehlman 

Bramblett 

Hoffman 

Rlzley 

Brehm 

Holmes 

Robsion 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hope 

Rockwell 

Buck 

Horan 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Buffett 

Howell 

Rohrbough 

Burke 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Ross 

Busbey 

Jenison 

Russell 

Butler 

Jennings 

Sadiak 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Jensen 

St.  George 

Canfield 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Sanborn 

Carson 

Johnson,  HI. 

Sarbacher 

Case.  N.  J. 

Jones,  Ohio 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Chadwick 

Jones,  Wash. 

Scott,  Hardle 

Chenoweth 

Judd 

Scrivner 

Chiperfleld 

Kean 

Seely-Brown 

Church 

Kearns 

Short 

Clason 

Keating 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Clevenger 

Knutson 

Smith,  Maine 

Clipplnger 

Kunkel 

Smith,  Ohio 

Coffin 

Landis 

Smith,  Wis. 

Cole,  Kans. 

Latham 

Snyder 

Cole,  Mo. 

LeCompte 

Springer 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

LeFevre 

Stefan 

Corbett 

Lewis 

Stevenson 

Cotton 

Lodge 

Stockman 

Coudert 

Love 

Sundstrom 

Crawford 

McConnell 

Taber 

Crow 

McCowen 

Taylor 

Dague 

McDonough 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Dawson,  Utah 

McGarvey 

Tibbott 

Devltt 

McGregor 

Toll  ef  son 

D’Ewart 

McMahon 

Van  Zandt 

Dirksen 

McMlllen,  Ill. 

Vorys 

Dondero 

MacKinnon 

Vursell 

Ellsworth 

Macy 

Wadsworth 

Elsaesser 

Maloney 

Welch 

Engel,  Mich. 

Mathews 

Wlgglesworth 

Fellows 

Meade.  Ky, 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Fenton 

Meyer 

Wolcott 

Foote 

Michener 

Woiverton 

Fulton 

Miller,  Conn. 

Woodruff 

Gamble 

Miller,  Md. 

Youngblood 

ANSWERED  “PRESENT”— 4 


Angell 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Kersten,  Wis. 

NOT  VOTING- 

-71 

Andresen, 

Bland 

Buckley 

August  H. 

Bloom 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Auchincloss 

Boggs.  La. 

Curtis 

Bakewell 

Brophy 

Davis,  Wis. 
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Dingell 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Eaton 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Ploeser 

Ellis 

Johnson,  Ind. 

PoweU 

Elston 

Jonkman 

Rabin 

Fisher 

Kearney 

Rayfiel 

Flannagan 

Keefe 

Redden 

Fletcher 

Kelley 

Riley 

Fuller 

Kllburn 

Sadowskl 

Gallagher 

McDowell 

Scoblick 

Gavin 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Scott, 

Gifford 

Mason 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Gillie 

Merrow 

Shafer 

Grant,  Ind. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Smith,  Kans. 

Gwinn.  N.  Y. 

Morrison 

Somers 

Hagen 

Morton 

Towe 

Hartley 

Nixon 

Twyman 

Hebert 

Norrell 

Vail 

Heffernan 

Norton 

Weichel 

Hess 

O’Hara 

West 

Hlnshaw 

Peterson 

Javits 

Pfeifer 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Sadowskl  for,  with  Mr.  Ploeser  against. 

Mrs.  Norton  for,  with  Mr.  Kearney  against. 

Mr.  Pfeifer  for,  with  Mr.  Gwinn  of  New 
York  against. 

Mr.  Hebert  for,  with  Mr.  Auchincloss 
against. 

Mr.  Morrison  for,  with  Mr.  Bakewell 
against. 

Mr.  HeSernan  for,  with  Mr.  Hess  against. 

Mr.  Powell  for,  with  Mr.  Towe  against. 

Mr.  Riley  for,  with  Mr.  Gavin  against. 

Mr.  Rayfiel  for,  with  Mr.  Eaton  against. 

Mr.  Bloom  for,  with  Mr.  McDowell  against. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr.  Vail 
against. 

Mr.  Somers  for,  with  Mr.  Brophy  against. 

Mr.  Norrell  for,  with  Mr.  Fletcher  against. 

Mr.  Fisher  for,  with  Mr.  Ellston  against. 

Mr.  KeUey  for,  with  Mr.  Morton  against. 

Mr.  Dingell  for,  with  Mr.  Jenkins  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  against. 

Mr.  Buckley  for.  with  Mr.  Jenkms  of  Ohio 
against. 

Mr.  Mansfield  of  Texas  for,  with  Mr. 

August  H.  Andresen  against. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  for,  with  Mr. 
Gilford  against. 

Mr.  Ellis  for,  with  Mr.  Merrow  against. 

Mr.  Angell  for,  with  Mr.  Shafer  against. 

Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisiana  for,  with  Mr. 

Smith  of  Kansas  against. 

Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota  for,  with  Mr. 
Jonkman  against. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  for,  with  Mr. 

Grant  of  Indiana  against. 

Mr.  Rabin  for,  with  Mr.  Weichel  against. 

Mr.  Peterson  for,  with  Mr.  Gillie  against. 

Mr.  Redden  for,  with  Mr.  Gallagher  against. 

Mr.  West  for,  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Indiana 
against. 

Mr.  Bland  for,  with  Mr.  Scoblick  against. 

Mr.  Flannagan  for,  with  Mr.  Miller  of  Ne¬ 
braska  against. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Michigan, 
Mr.  Shafer.  If  he  were  present  he  would 
have  voted  “nay.”  I  voted  “yea.”  I  with¬ 
draw  my  vote  and  vote  “present.” 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  announced  as  being 
paired  with  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mr.  Jonkman.  Mr.  Jonkman  would 
have  voted  “nay”  had  he  been  present. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  should  have 
my  vote  recorded  as  “yea”  and  then  with¬ 
draw  it  and  vote  “present.” 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  a  pair  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Gifford, 
If  he  were  present  he  would  have  voted 
“nay.”  I  voted  “yea.”  I  withdraw  my 
vote  and  vote  “present.” 


Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr, 
Speaker,  I  have  a  pair  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana,  Mr.  Grant.  If  he 
were  present  he  would  have  voted  “nay.” 
I  voted  “yea.”  I  withdraw  my  vote  and 
vote  “present.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Ml’.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  naps. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken  and  there 
were — yeas  315,  nays  38,  not  voting  76, 
as  follows: 

I  Roll  No.  68] 

YEAS— 316 


Abernethy 

Cunningham 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Albert 

Dague 

Jones,  Ala. 

Allen.  Calif. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Jones,  N,  C. 

Allen,  HI. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Allen,  La. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Jones,  Wash. 

Almond 

Deane 

Judd 

Andersen, 

Devitt 

Kean 

H.  Carl 

D'Ewart 

Kearns 

Anderson,  Calif.  Dlrksen 

Keating 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Dolliver 

Kee 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Domengeaux 

Kennedy 

Angell 

Dondero 

Kerr 

Arends 

Donohue 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Arnold 

Dom 

KUday 

Banta 

Doughton 

Knutson 

Barden 

Douglas 

Kunkel 

Barrett 

Drewry 

Landis 

Bates,  Ky. 

Durham 

Lane 

Bates,  Mass. 

Elliott 

Lanham 

Battle 

Ellsworth 

Larcade 

Beall 

Elsaesser 

Latham 

Beckworth 

Engel,  Mich. 

Lea 

Bell 

Eagle,  Calif. 

LeCompte 

Bender 

Evins 

LeFevre 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Fallon 

Lemke 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Fenton 

Lewis 

Bishop 

Fernandez 

Lodge 

Blackney 

Folger 

Love 

Boggs,  Del. 

Foote 

Lucas 

Bolton 

Forand 

Lusk 

Bonner 

Fulton 

Lyle 

Boykin 

Gamble 

McConnell 

Bradley 

Gary 

McCormack 

Bramblett 

Gathlngs 

McCowen 

Brehm 

Gearhart 

McDonough 

Brooks 

Gillette 

McGarvey 

Brown,  Ga. 

Goff 

McGregor 

Brown,  Ohio 

Goodwin 

McMahon 

Bryson 

Gore 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Buck 

Gossett 

McMlllen,  Ill. 

Buffett 

Graham 

MacKinnon 

Bui  winkle 

Granger 

Macy 

Burke 

Grant,  Ala. 

Mahon 

Burleson 

Gregory 

Maloney 

Busbey 

Griffiths 

Mansfield, 

Butler 

Gross 

Mont. 

Byrnes.  Wis. 

G Wynne,  Iowa 

Martin,  Iowa 

Camp 

Hale 

Mathews 

Canfield 

Hall, 

Meade,  Ky. 

Carroll 

Edwin  Arthur  Meade,  Md. 

Carson 

Han, 

Meyer 

Case,  N.  J. 

Leonard  W. 

Michener 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Halleck 

Miller,  Conn. 

Chapman 

Hand 

Miller,  Md. 

Chelf 

Hardy 

Mills 

Chenoweth 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Mitchell 

Chlperfield 

Harness,  Ind. 

Monroney 

Church 

Harris 

Morgan 

Clark 

Harrison 

Morris 

Clason 

Hays 

Muhlenberg 

Clements 

Hedrick 

Mundt 

Clevenger 

Hendricks 

Murdock 

Cllppinger 

Herter 

Murray.  Tenn. 

CofiBn 

Heselton 

Murray,  Wis. 

Cole,  Kans. 

Hill 

Nodar 

Cole,  Mo. 

Hoeven 

Norblad 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Hoffman 

Owens 

Colmer 

Holmes 

Pace 

Combs 

Hope 

Passman 

Cooley 

Horan 

Patterson 

Cooper 

Howell 

Peden 

Corbett 

Hull 

Philbln 

Cotton 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Phillips, -Calif. 

Coudert 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Pickett 

Courtney 

Jarman 

Plumlejr 

Cravens 

Jenison 

Potts 

Crawford 

Jennings 

Poulson 

Crosser 

Jensen 

Preston 

Crow 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Price,  Fla. 

Priest 

Scott,  Hardie 

Thomason 

Rains 

Scrlvner 

Tibbott 

Ramey 

Seely-Brown 

Tollefson 

Rankin 

Sheppard 

Trimble 

Reed,  Ill. 

Short 

Twyman 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Sikes 

Van  Zandt 

Rees 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Vinson 

Reeves 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Vorys 

Rich 

Smathers 

Vursell 

Richards 

Smith,  Maine 

Walter 

Riehlman 

Smith,  Va. 

Welch 

Rivers 

Smith,  Wis, 

Wheeler 

Rlzley 

Snyder 

Whitten 

Robertson 

Spence 

Whittington 

Robsion 

Springer 

Wlgglesworth 

Rockwell 

Stanley 

Williams 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Stefan 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Stevenson 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Rohr  bough 

Stlgler 

Winstead 

Ross 

Stockman 

Wolcott 

Russell 

Stratton 

Wolverton 

Sadlak 

Sundstrom 

Wood 

St.  George 

Taber 

Woodruff 

Sanborn 

Talle 

Wbrley 

Sartaacher 

Taylor 

Youngblood 

SasEcer 

Teague 

Zimmerman 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Tex. 

NAYS— 38 

Blatnlk 

Hobbs 

Manasco 

Buchanan 

Hollfield 

Marcantonlo 

Cannon 

Huber 

Miller,  Calif. 

Celler 

Johnson,  Okla. 

O’Brien 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O'Konskl 

Delaney 

Karsten,  Mo. 

O’Toole 

Eberharter 

Kefauver 

Patman 

Feighan 

Keogh 

Poage 

Fogarty 

King 

Price,  HI. 

Gordon 

Kirwan 

Rooney 

Gorskl 

Lesinskl 

Sabath 

Hart 

Lynch 

Smith,  Ohio 

Havenner 

Madden 

NOT  VOTING— 

-76 

Andresen, 

Gillie 

Nixon 

August  H. 

Grant,  Ind. 

NorreU 

Auchincloss 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Norton 

Bakewell 

Hagen 

O’Hara 

Bland 

Hartley 

Peterson 

Bloom 

Hebert 

Pfeifer 

Boggs,  La. 

Heffernan 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Brophy 

Hess 

Ploeser 

Buckley 

Hlnshaw 

Powell 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Javits 

Rabin 

Chadwick 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Rayburn 

Cox 

Jenkms,  Pa. 

Rayfiel 

Curtis 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Redden 

Davis,  Wis. 

Jonkman 

Riley 

Dingell 

Kearney 

Sadowski 

Eaton 

Keefe 

Scoblick 

Ellis 

Kelley 

Scott, 

Elston 

Kllburn 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Fellows 

K'ein 

Shafer 

Fisher 

McDowell 

Smith,  Kans. 

Flannagan 

Mansfield,  Tex, 

Somers 

Fletcher 

Mason 

Towe 

Puller 

Merrow 

Vail 

Gallagher 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Wadsworth 

Gavin 

Morrison 

Weichel 

Gifford 

Morton 

West 

So  the  bill 

was  passed. 

The  Clerk 

announced 

the  following 

pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Riley  for,  with  Mr.  Fisher  against. 

Mr.  Norrell  for,  with  Mr.  Sadowski  against. 

Mr.  Morrison  for,  with  Mrs.  Norton  against. 

Mr.  Auchincloss  for,  with  Mr.  Pfeifer 
against. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas  for,  with  Mr.  Powell 
against. 

Mr.  Gavin  for,  with  Mr.  Klein  against. 

Mr.  Towe  for,  with  Mr.  Rayfiel  against. 

Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio  for,  with  Mr.  Bloom 
against. 

Mr.  Kearney  for,  with  Mr.  Kelley  against. 

Mr.  Ploeser  for,  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  New 
York  against. 

Mr.  Hess  for,  with  Mr.  Heffernan  against. 

Mr.  Elston  for,  with  Mr.  Dingell  against. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Indiana  for,  with  Mr.  Rabin 
against. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  for,  with  Mr.  Buck- 
ley  against. 

Mr.  Bakewell  for,  with  Mr.  Somers  against. 
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General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  August  H.  Andresen  with  Mr.  Bland. 
Mr.  Hagen  with  Mr.  West. 

Mr.  Jenkins  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr. 
Mansfield  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Jonkman  with  Mr.  Peterson. 

Mr.  McDowell  with  Mr.  Redden. 

Mr.  Gillie  with  Mr.  Hubert. 

Mr.  Grant  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Flannagan. 
Mr.  Morton  with  Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisiana. 
Mr.  Fletcher  with  Mr.  Cox. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


A  message  from  the  Seltete,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks, '^nounced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed,  wife  amend¬ 
ments  in  which  the  concurren^of  the 
House  is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  H^pse  of 
the  following  title: 

H.  R.  1.  An  act  to  reduce  individual ’sjn- 
come-tax  payments. 

The  message  also  announced  that  th^ 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Millikin,  Mr.  Taft,  Mr.  Butler,  Mr. 
George,  and  Mr.  Barkley  to  be  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio  _^ked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  resolutions 
adopted  at  a  mass  meeting  held  in  the 
city  of  Camden  last  night  on  the  subject 
Jewish  Rights  in  Palestine. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
the  remarks  he  made  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  today  and  include  brief 
data. 

Mr.  REEVES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks 
he  made  in  the  committee  today  and 
include  copy  of  a  grand- jury  report  and 
copy  of  telegrams. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  an  ej 
cerpt  from  News  Week  magazine.  I 
informed  by  the  Public  Printer  tha^iis 
will  exceed  two  pages  of  the  RECOR^and 
will  cost  $228.50,  but  I  ask  th^  it  be 
printed  notwithstanding  that  hirct. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without Objection, 
notwithstanding  the  cost,  t^  extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objectior 


[The  matter  referre^o  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  LANE  aske^nd  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  exter^  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  ir^ude  a  very  inspiring 
eulogy. 

Mr.  RANifiN  asked  and  was  given 
permission/w  extend  and  revise  the  re¬ 
marks  hymade  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  ^day  and  include  certain  sta- 
tistics>6nd  data  on  rural  electrification. 
JONES  of  North  Carolina  asked 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
arks  in  the  Record  and  include  a 
etter. 


Mr.  EBERHARTER  asked  and  was 
;iven  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
n  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  in- 
ilude  a  communication  received  from 
Frederick  C.  McKee,  of  Pittsburgh,  on 
;he  Mundt  bill  to  authorize  the  State 
Department  to  continue  its  short-wave 
iroadcasts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (at 
ihe  request  of  Mr.  Dirksen)  was  given 
permission  to  extend  her  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  on  two  different 
subject  matters. 

Mr.  MACY  (at  the  request  of  Mr- 
Dirksen)  was  given  permission  to  extend 
lis  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  excerpts. 

Mr.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  table. 

INCOME-TAX  PAYMENTS 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  1)  to  reduce 
idividual  income  tax  payments,  with^ 
S^ate  amendments  thereto,  dis*gre 
to  tW  Senate  amendments,  and  agreej^o 
the  canference  asked  by  the  Senate^ 

The  tweaker.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  requ^t  of  the  gentleman  froai  Min- 
nestota  lifter  a  pause.!  The  Chair 
hears  none^nd  appoints  th^ollowing 
conferees:  Messrs.  Knuts(^  Reed  of 
New  York,  W^pDRUFF,  DjjWGHTON,  and 
Cooper. 

PERMISSION  TO  l^D^SS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Speaker,  I  ask 

unanimous  consent/^ddress  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAK^.  Is  fl^re  objections 
to  the  reques^f  the  g^leman  from 
Connecticut^ 

There  w^ no  objection. 

Mr.  SADfLAK.  Mr.  Speaker ,'^was  im- 
menselj^leased  this  afternoon^  learn 
that  Boleslaus  J.  Monkiewicz.^New 
Brit^,  Conn.,  was  named  by  AtttSmey 
Geaeral  Clark  as  a  member  of  the  pai^le 
b^rd. 

H  am  sure  that  this  appointment  wilT 
^also  be  good  news  to  the  Members  of  this 
House,  especially  Mr.  Monkiewicz’  for¬ 
mer  colleagues  on  the  Judiciary  Commit¬ 
tee  with  whom  he  served  with  distinction 
during  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  and 
to  his  former  colleagues  on  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee  with  whom  he 
served  so  eminently  during-the  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress. 

During  these  two  terms  in  the  Hous^ 
of  Representatives,  Attorney  Monkiewicz 
represented  the  At-Large  District  of 
Connecticut,  the  same  district  I  am  priv¬ 
ileged  to  represent  in  this  Congress. 

It  was  my  good  fortune  and  a  gen¬ 
uine  pleasure  to  refer  to  this  new  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  parole  board  as  my  “chief” 
or  “boss,”  the  affable  term  by  which  sec¬ 
retaries  on  the  liill  refer  to  Members  of 
Congress,  for  I  was  a  secretary  on  his 
office  staff  for  40  months  of  his  combined 
two  terms  until  I  took  leave  to  go  on 
active  duty  with  the  Navy. 

Mr.  Monkiewicz’  fine  fanfily  back¬ 
ground,  excellent  character,  legal  train¬ 
ing  and  practice,  fairness,  consideration 
of  others,  ability  to  cooperate  with  oth¬ 
ers,  wide  knowledge  of  human  behavior, 


eminently  fit  him  for  the  position 
which  he  has  been  appointed  today. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  gftsence 
was  granted  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  Kearney  (at  the  reqi^st  of  Mr. 
Gamble),  for  1  week,  on  acg^mt  of  ill¬ 
ness. 

To  Mr.  Brophy  (at  the^equest  of  Mr. 
Abends),  for  4  days,  on^nccount  of  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

To  Mr.  O'Hara  (a^he  request  of  Mr. 
Abends),  indefinitely;  on  account  of  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

SENATE  ENmfiLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  SPEAI^R  announced  his  signa¬ 
ture  to  an  ^rolled  joint  resolution  of 
the  Senat^f  the  following  title: 

S,  J.  ReyiOT.  Joint  resolution  limiting  the 
appUcati^  of  provisions  of  Federal  law  to 
counseyftnployed  under  Senate  Resolution  46. 

Bl^  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Ir.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  bill 
of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  3029.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  a  site  and  for  preparation  of 
plans  and  specifications  for  a  courthouse  to 
accommodate  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  8  o’clock  and  31  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Thurs¬ 
day,  May  29,  1947,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu¬ 
tive  communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

715.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War, 
transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  De¬ 
cember  30,  1946,  submitting  a  report,  to¬ 
gether  with  accompanying  papers  and  illus- 

^  trations,  on  a  review  of  reports  on  Green- 
vlch  Harbor,  Conn.,  requested  by  a  resolu- 
pn  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Har- 
bo^,  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  on 
Apnl24,  1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  272);  to  the  Com- 
mittS^  on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  with  two  illustrations. 

716.  ^^letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War, 
transmit^ng  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers,  Ui^j^d  States  Army,  dated  March  11, 
1947,  submic^iig  a  report,  together  with  ac¬ 
companying  p^ers  a^d  an  illustration,  on  a 
preliminary  ex^taination  and  survey  of  Rock 
Hall  (Rockhall)^^rbor,  Kent  County,  Md., 
authorized  by  th^feivcr  and  Harbor  Act  ap¬ 
proved  on  March  2^945  (H.  Doc.  No.  273); 
to  the  Committee  Public  Works  and 
ordered  to  be  printed.^yth  an  illustration. 

717.  A  letter  from  tl^  Secretary  of  War, 
transmitting  a  letter  fro»  the  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers,  United  States  AriW  dated  October 
31,  1946,  submitting  an  intl^m  report,  to¬ 
gether  with  accompanying  pA^rs  and  illus¬ 
trations,  on  a  preliminary  exanWnation  and 
survey  for  flood  control  at  the  cit^f  Tucson, 
Ariz.,  and  vicinity,  in  accordancewith  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  on  June^,  1938, 
which  authorizes  a  preliminary  exarntnation 
and  survey  of  Gila  River  and  tribiusaries, 
Arizona  and  New  Mexico  (H.  Doc.  No.  274); 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and  Or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed,  with  three  illustratioii\. 
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718.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War, 
transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  En- 
glnf^rs,  United  States  Army,  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  ^  1947,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  illustrations, 
on  a  preliminary  examination  and  survey  of 
Little  SioUic  River,  Iowa,  authorized  by  the 
Flood  ContW  Act  approved  on  August  28, 
1937  (H.  Doc^  No.  275);  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Wor^  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 
with  two  illustr^ions. 


REPORTS  OP  committees  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivei^d  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  referenc6>.to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  ROSS:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries.  House  Report  No.  3^3  (pt.  II) . 
Supplemental  report  to  accompany  R.  673. 

A  bill  to  repeal  certain  provisions  autr^jrfelng 
the  establishing  of  priorities  in  transporta¬ 
tion  by  merchant  vessels.  Referred  te^he 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  StWe 
of  the  Union.  \ 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California:  Committee  on\ 
Armed  Services.  H.  R.  3251.  A  bill  to  amend 
the  act  of  July  24,  1941  (55  Stat.  603),  as 
amended,  so  as  to  authorize  naval  retiring 
boards  to  consider  the  cases  of  certain  of¬ 
ficers,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  477) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  GOSSETT:  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  H.  R.  3149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act 
approved  December  28.  1945  (Public  Law  271. 
79th  Cong.) ,  entitled  “An  act  to  expedite  the 
admission  to  the  United  States  of  alien 
spouses  and  alien  minor  children  of  citizen 
members  of  the  United  States  armed  forces"; 
with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  478) .  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  GOSSETT:  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  H.  R.  3398.  A  bill  to  extend  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  validity  of  the  act  to  facilitate  the 
admission  into  the  United  States  of  the  alien 
fiancees  or  fiances  of  members  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  479) .  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York:  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  H.  R.  3629.  A  bill  to 
authorize  the  transfer  to  the  Panama  Canal 
of  property  which  is  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
the  War  Department  or  Navy  Department: 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  480).  Re 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hou 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  pySlic 
Works.  H.  R.  3072.  A  bill  to  author^  the 
preparation  of  preliminary  plans  aaQ  esti¬ 
mates  oi  cost  of  for  the  erection  oTftn  addi¬ 
tion  or  extension  to  the  House  O^e  Build¬ 
ings  and  the  remodeling  of  the  «th  floor  of 
the  Old  House  Office  Bulldi^;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  481/^  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whoft  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union.  / 

Mr.  BLACKNEY;  Conftmittee  on  Armed 
Services.  H.  R.  2314.  A  bill  to  amend  sec¬ 
tion  12  of  the  NavaUAviation  Cadet  Act  of 
1942,  as  amended,  ^  as  to  authorize  lump¬ 
sum  payments  u»6er  the  said  act  to  the 
survivors  of  deceased  officers  without  ad¬ 
ministration  oLcstates;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept,  No.  4ai).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.  / 

Mr.  E^TON:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  I^R.  1845.  A  bill  to  amend  section  371, 
titlelC,  United  States  Code  (military  leave 
for  JPfederal  employees) ;  with  an  amendment 
(^pt.  No.  483).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  Introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

Mr.  GROSS: 

H.  R.  3645.  A  bill  relating  to  the  exchange 
of  certain  private  and  Federal  properties 
within  Gettysburg  National  Military  Park, 
Pa.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  3646.  A  bill  to  provide  equitable  re¬ 
lief  to  contractors  applying  dairy  products 
to  armed  forces;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MICHENER  (by  request)  ; 

H.  R.  3647.  A  bill  to  extend  certain  powers 
of  the  President  under  title  III  of  the  Second 
War  Powers  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  3648.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3406 
(a)  (4)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SCHWABE  of  Oklahoma : 

H.  R.  3649.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1945;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

\  By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 

^  amend  Veterans  Ra^ 

ul^^on  No.  1  (a),  part  I,  as  amended/^o 
est^ish  a  conclusive  presumption  of^rv- 
ice  incurrence  of  tropical  diseases;  yCo  the 
Commmee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

BfMr.  MILLS: 

H.  R.  30S1.  A  bll  to  amend  tl^act  of  De¬ 
cember  5,  1^45,  entitled  “AnyBct  granting 
travel  pay  afid  other  allowaj^fces  to  certain 
soldiers  of  tlik  war  wlth^paln  and  the 
Philippine  InsuiVection  w^D  were  discharged 
in  the  Philippine  \and^  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROBE^feON; 

H.  R.  3652.  A  bill  JCprovide  for  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  title  to  certa^  temporary  housing  and 
facilities  to  edi^tional  livtitutlons,  States 
and  political  subdivisions  tl^ereof.  local  pub¬ 
lic  agencies,  ajiRi  nonprofit  orgSfilzatlons  hav¬ 
ing  possessirf  of  such  housing  lind  facilities; 
to  the  Coraenittee  on  Public  WorS 

BvAlr.  SIMPSON  of  PennsyNania: 

H.  IL^653.  A  bill  allowing  a  credi^against 
the  aadltlonal  estate  tax  for  InheflUance, 
est^,  legacy,  or  succession  taxes  paid  tS.  any 
Stine;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Meikps. 
By  Mr.  CRAVENS: 

H.  R.  3654.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of 
Public  Law,526,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  sec¬ 
ond  session,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  BROOKS: 

H.  R.  3655.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  selec¬ 
tion  and  elimination  and  retirement  of  offi¬ 
cers  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  to  provide  re¬ 
tirement  benefits  for  members  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  United  States  Navy  and  Marine  Corps, 
and  Coast  Guard;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  DONOHUE: 

H.  R.  3656.  A  bill  to  permit  holders  of  bonds 
Issued  under  the  Armed  Forces  Leave  Act  of 
1946  to  assign  such  bonds  for  the  purpose  of 
making  payment  on  certain  loans  guaranteed 
under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of 
1944;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  TOWE: 

H.  R.  3657.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Board  of 
Visitors  to  the  United  States  Naval  Academy 
and  for  a  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United 
States  Military  Academy,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 

H.  R.  3658.  A  bill  to  amend  paragraph  (1) 
of  section  2  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
as  amendfed,  relating  to  the  definition  of  the 


term  "security"  contained  therein;  to  tjje 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Por^gn 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  LANDIS;  / 

H.  R.  3659.  A  bill  to  raise  the  mfnimum 
wage  standards  of  the  Fair  Labor ^andards 
Act  of  1938;  to  the  Committee  onfEducation 
and  Labor.  / 

By  Mr.  HAND;  y'' 

H.  R.  3660.  A  bill  to  estaj/lish  a  National 
Superhighway  CommissionAn  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  making  ofyplans  and  surveys 
for  the  construction  of  a'national  superhigh¬ 
way  sj'stem;  to  the  /Committee  on  Public 
Works.  y' 

By  Mr.  JUI^ 

H.  R.  3661.  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior ^  assist  in  the  establishment 
in  MlnneapoUe,  Minn.,  of  a  home  and  recrea¬ 
tional  center  for  American  Indian  girls;  to 
the  Comn^tee  on  Public  Lands. 

B^Mr,  KNUTSON; 

H  J^es.  210.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
the  t^e  for  the  release,  free  of  estate  and 
glft^ax,  of  certain  powers,  and  for  other 
pu^oses;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
'feans. 

MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  State  of  California,  memorializ¬ 
ing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  refuse  passage  of  H.  R. 
2876,  creating  a  Redwood  National  Park  and  a 
national  forest  area  in  California;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 

H.  R.  3662.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Col.  W.  M. 
Chubb;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ELSAESSER: 

H.  R.  3663.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Luke 
Mauriello;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  FOR  AND: 

H.  R.  3664.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter 
P.  Zagrodny;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju¬ 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  GORSKI: 

H.  R.  3665.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adam 
Stefan  Hawrylak;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
‘■^diciary. 

By  Mr.  HART  (by  request)  : 

H>^  3666.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Universal 
Steamtoip  Co.  for  losses  sustained  due  to 
the  IntWuption  of  a  voyage  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  scho^er  Ninette  M.  Porcella,  by  reason 
of  a  PresidVtial  proclamation,  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1917,  forbidding  sailing  vessels 
from  entering^the  war  zone;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Judlteiary. 

H.  R.  3667.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  S.  H. 
Brown  and  M.  Brluwn,  also  known  as  the 
Universal  Steamship'Co.,  a  Georgia  corpora¬ 
tion,  to  cover  the  losVof  their  bark  Brown 
Brothers,  destroyed  by  a\German  raider  dur¬ 
ing  the  World  War;  to  \ie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC.N,^^ 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,'-petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk’s  desk  J 
and  referred  as  follows:  \  ■ 


581.  By  Mr.  PA’TMAN:  Petition  of  Johfi  W.  > 
Goodwin  and  41  other  citizens  of  Cass  and  j 
Bowie  Counties,  Tex.,  favoring  the  passage 
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andertake  this  itself  but  that  if  I  would 
itribute  $300  per  month,  he  would  pro- 
viCte  15  minute  broadcasting  time  5  days  a 
wee^  I  arranged  for  an  Italian  newspaper 
manXi  New  -York  to  prepare  the  scripts 
which  ^ere  mailed  to  Boston,  where  Pro¬ 
fessor  Sa^imini  and  others  of  the  Italian 
Bepartmenit  of  Harvard  delivered  the  broad¬ 
casts  over  WEUL. 

After  Italylnvaded  Prance,  I  discontinued 
the  Italian  b^edcasts  and  arranged  for  a 
French  newspap^man  in  New  York  to  mail 
scripts  to  ^stoi^where  members  of  the 
French  Efcpartmen^of  Harvard  broadcast 
them  to  Prance,  as  a  means  of  helping  morale 
and  resistance.  Lettenkand  direct  personal 
reports  from  people  whV  heard  the  broad¬ 
casts  in  France  or  Norfk  Africa  demon¬ 
strated  their  Influence  in  Ibose  dark  days. 
When  Mussolini  began  to  e^erience  some 
reverses  in  the  fall  of  1940,  I  atoanged  for  a 
resumption  of  the  Italian  broada^sts  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  French. 

In  late  1940,  the  French  scf^o-writer 
brought  to  me  Mr.  Stanislav  Petrovio^  who 
had  broadcast  to  Yugoslavia  from  ParX  and 
London,  and  who  asked  if  I  would  proVde 
an  opportunity  for  him  to  broadcast  o^r 
WRUL.  Mr.  Petrovich  pointed  out  thl 
stategic  importance  of  encouraging  resist¬ 
ance  to  Yugoslav  collaboration  if  Hitler  made 
a  Balkan  drive  in  the  spring  of  1941.  I  in¬ 
quired  of  friends  who  had  been  in  Yugo¬ 
slavia  as  to  how  many  short  wave  sets  were 
there  and  learned  that  while  the  number 
was  limited,  there  was  one  in  almost  every 
cafe  and  that  it  was  a  great  country  for 
grapevine.  I  accordingly  arranged  for  three 
15-minute  broadcasts  per  week,  Mr.  Petro¬ 
vich  making  recordings  at  the  Asch  Re- 
cca'ding  Studios  at  New  York,  which  were 
mailed  to  Boston  and  played  over  WRUL. 

When  the  revolt  against  the  Collabora¬ 
tionist  Yugoslav  Government  took  place  in 
the  spring  of  1941,  I  ai'ranged  with  Mr.  Lem¬ 
mon  for  Mr.  Petrovich  to  go  to  Boston  at 
once  and  broadcast  three  times  a  day.  At 
this  time,  the  only  other  short-wave  broad¬ 
casts  going  into  Yugoslavia  to  combat  the 
Nazi  broadcasts  were  some  from  the  British 
BBC,  which  the  Germans  were  jamming. 

I  understand  that,  when  communications 
were  cut  in  Yugoslavia,  in  many  cases  the 
only  means  by  which  people  in  one  section 
could  learn  of  what  was  going  on  in  other 
sections  was  from  Mr.  Petrovich’s  broadcasts. 

The  American  Minister  in  Belgrade  later 
made  public  statements  about  the  import¬ 
ant  influence  of  these  broadcasts  on  the  re¬ 
volt  and  Mr.  Petrovich  has  described  this , 
in  detail  in  his  book  Free  Yugoslavia  CaUj 
ing.  While  Yugoslavia  was  overrun  in^ 
comparatively  short  time,  Yugoslav  re^t- 
ance  delayed  Hitler’s  timetable  aboiUr  six 
weeks  and  brought  him  to  the  gates  q^Mos- 
cow  at  the  beginning  of  winter  iij^ead  of 
October  1. 

Shortly  before  January  1,  1941,  Jfkns  Jacob, 
a  former  Germany  Army  offlar,  who  had 
broadcast  against  Hitler  as^he  Voice  of 
Strasbourg,,  came  to  see  I  also  made 

arrangements  for  hlir.  toJwoadcast  record¬ 
ings  being  made  in  New J^rk  and  mailed  to 
WRUL. 

Many  more  broadcast  were  needed  but  my 
financial  burden  hjp  become  quite  heavy 
and  Mr.  Lemmon  ;^med  to  be  having  great 
difficulty  in  fundraising.  I  accordingly  in- 
,  terested  some  Mends  in  giving  a  luncheon 
at  a  club  in  oi*  of  our  larger  cities  at  which 
Ml’.  Lemmom^nd  I  spoke.  Although  30  to 
40  businesa^eaders  were  present,  having  a 
net  persoi^l  worth  of  probably  in  excess  of 
$100,00^800.  I  believe  that  only  about  $2,500 
in  contributions  was  secured. 

It  Js  tragic  that,  while  the  Nazis  were  re¬ 
ported  to  be  spending  $200,000,000  for  world 
paCpaganda  In  1941,  such  comparatively  In- 
igniflcant  amounts  were  available  for  short¬ 


wave  broadcasting  from  this  country.  In 
1941,  when  the  Nazis  were  blanketing  the 
Near  East  with  broadcasts  in  the  various 
Arab  dialects,  I  asked  Mr.  Lemmon  if  he 
could  not  arrange  for  a  broadcast  in  Arabic, 
but  he  advised  that  he  knew  of  no  suitable 
person.  I  appealed  to  a  diplomatic  friend, 
who  located  a  Syrian  rug  salesman  who  had 
been  educated  In  Beirut  and  who  offered,  if 
his  moving  expenses  were  paid  to  Boston, 
that  he  would  broadcast  without  charge  and 
support  himself  by  rug  selling.  With  the 
Nazis  jamming  BBC,,  it  was  tragic  that  this 
should  have  been  the  only  voice  opposing  the 
Nazi  Middle  East  propaganda  in  1941. 

We  are  fundamentally  engaged  in  a  war 
of  ideas  and  it  will  be  fatal  if  we  throw 
away  our  weapons  just  because  a  few  errors 
have  been  made  in  a  large  program.  Unless 
we  get  the  truth  to  the  Russian  people,  how 
can  we  expect  them  to  oppose  any  aggres¬ 
sive  plans  which  their  heirarchy  may  de¬ 
velop?  Today  apparently  the  only  way  we 
can  get  over  the  Iron  Curtain  is  by  the  State 
Department  Voice  of  America  shortwave 
program  and  other  educational  activities. 

We  must  also  bring  the  truth  to  the  other 
peoples  in  the  world  whose  minds  are  being 
poisoned  by  Soviet  propaganda.  It  is  re¬ 
ported  that  the  Soviet  has  over  1,400  branchy 
^headquarters  in  France  alone.  The  Britist 
spite  of  their  terrible  financial  probler 
a^  reported  to  be  spending  about  twicj^as 
muWi  as  our  Voice  of  America  prograrj^nd 
Chile^pproxlmately  40  percent  as  mi 
TheX  is  ample  evidence  of  the  gr^  value 
of  the  l^ice  of  America  program  tb^ughout 
the  worldW  As  one  illustration^mhen  the 
Soviet  offlCTtls  arrested  the  Ij^er  of  the 
Small  handovers’  Party  in  Hygary,  and  the 
United  States  Vptested,  the  Soviet  prevented 
the  Hungarian  \apers  froy  publishing  the 
protest.  The  Voice  of  ymaerica  broadcast, 
however,  carried  tliViej^  of  our  protest  over 
the  iron  curtain  in^UHungary,  and  within 
a  few  days  the  AmedlVi  Embassy  in  Buda¬ 
pest  received  over  iD.OoVrequests  for  infor¬ 
mation  on  our  pi^est.  iNbe  attacks  by  Ilya 
Ehrenburg  andyother  CorViunists  on  the 
Voice  of  Amerl^  program  is  pother  illustra¬ 
tion  of  Its  eflect  and  Importa^e. 

If  ideas  sml  themselves  spon^^eously,  as 
some  havameclared,  then  the  billers  of  dol¬ 
lars  bei»  spent  by  American  biiS^ess  on 
adverting  is  being  wasted.  But  \^^know 
that ^le  truth  must  come  to  men  befo^p  the 
truJR  can  make  them  free. 

?hat  would  we  think  of  a  business  enf 
Fise  which  refused  to  spend  one-tenth  of’ 
fpercent  of  Its  budget  for  public  relations,'^ 
which  is  approximately  the  ratio  of  the  cost 
of  the  State  Department  Voice  of  America 
program  to  the  total  Federal  budget.  This 
$31,0t)0,000  per  year  is  equal  to  our  cost  of 
only  a  few  hours  of  the  Second  World  War, 
yet  in  the  last  analysis  it  may  be  the  most 
Important  means  of  preventing  a  third  world 
war. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Fhederick  C.  McKee. 


Sugar  Rationing 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  EDITH  NOURSE  ROGERS 

OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  May  28,  1947 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  under  leave  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record,  I  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing  article  by  Harold  L.  Ickes  from 
the  Washington  Star: 


Man  to  Man — Housewives  Should  Organi^ 

Sugar  March  on  Agriculture  Depak^ 

MENT 

(By  Harold  L.  Ickes)  jy 

All  over  the  country  fruits  and  bejfles  are 
now  or  soon  will  be  ripening.  Hi^sewives 
are  washing  up  their  home  canafmg  equip¬ 
ment.  They  might  better  be^ganizing  a 
broom  brigade  for  a  march  ojr  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Department. 

A  storm  may  be  expec^  to  arise  when 
the  housewives  discover ^lat  they  are  not 
going  to  get  any  extra  s^ar  for  canning  this 
year.  Agriculture  und^btedly  is  perfecting 
excuses  which  will  qmet  the  lowering  storm. 
Its  arguments  wilj^e  that  sugar  is  still  in 
short  supply,  and^hat  transportation  is  in 
a  state.  As  a  Wst  resort  it  will  make  the 
appeal  that  ai^vay  the  sugar-rationing  pro¬ 
gram  was  in^nted  by  the  OPA,  and  hence 
is  a  vestige  remnant  which  ought  to  be 
preservedym  a  museum. 

To  mj|K  the  expected  complaints  the  sugar 
officla^Mhave  granted  each  person  at  least  35 
pouu^  of  sugar  this  year,  an  increase  of  10 
poyRds  over  last  year.  But  the  joker  in  the 
lyPceeding  lies  in  the  lack  of  an  extra  allow- 
ffice  during  the  period  when  fruit  is  ripen- 
ring. 

COMPLAINTS  OF  "FAST  ONE" 

It  was  persistent  complaints  about  the 
rationing  of  sugar  that  hastened  the  demise 
of  the  OPA  and  resulted  in  the  present  in¬ 
creased  allotment  to  domestic  civilian  users. 
But  by  increasing  the  yearly  allotment  the 
Government  has  not  softened  the  bitterness 
arising  out  of  the  unpleasant  fact  that, 
whereas  last  summer  there  was  an  allowance 
of  an  extra  10  pounds  for  canning,  this  sum¬ 
mer  the  housew'ife  has  been  promised  a  cou¬ 
pon  for  only  10  pounds  of  sugar  which  must 
last  to  September  30.  It  is  no  wonder  that 
complaints  have  arisen  that  the  Government 
has  put  over  a  fast  one  on  the  home  canners 
for  the  benefit  of  the  hand-me-down  prod¬ 
ucts. 

The  complaints  have  come  chiefly  from  the 
women  of  the  country,  largely  farm  or  subur¬ 
ban,  who  were  unable  to  get  sugar  for  can¬ 
ning  last  year  and,  as  a  result,  were  com¬ 
pelled  to  spend  high  prices  for  ready-made 
jellies  and  preserves.  Certainly  the  com¬ 
plaints  that  I  have  received  were  from  those 
who  were  thrifty  enough  to  do  their  own 
canning  and  had  the  means  to  do  so — all 
except  the  sugar.  Home  canning  ought  to  be 
encouraged.  It  not  only  means  a  lower  cost 
of  living,  it  makes  for  the  well  being  of  the 
family.  Moreover,  there  are  those  who  think 
l^that  home-made  jellies  and  jams  generally 
eaklng,  are  to  be  preferred  to  those  made  in 
f  Stories. 

stricting  the  home  on  sugar  is  wonderful 
for  ulte  canning  factory.  When  the  house¬ 
wife  c«not  can  her  own  fruit,  she  is  com¬ 
pelled  tS^uy  the  factory’s  product  at  an  in¬ 
flated  prialt  and  because  the  housewife  can¬ 
not  can  h^own  fruit,  there  is  more  fruit 
available  forTkhe  commercial  canneries  at  a 
deflated  prlce.T^oreover,  regardless  of  price, 
the  suburbanitfftor  the  farmer  who  produces 
small  quantities  ftt  fruits  for  his  own  use  is 
not  equipped  to  pick  and  market  that  fruit. 
So  it  simply  rots  orA^e  ground. 

DEFENSE  OP^TIONING 

In  defense  of  its  ratioV^g  of  sugar,  Agri¬ 
culture  says  that  there  is  ofely  so  much  sugar 
and  that  the  indiistrial  usms  have  been  cut 
as  well  as  everyone  else.  they  do  not 

say  is  that  industrial  users  areVgow  employ¬ 
ing  more  sirups,  as  they  are  Souipped  to 
do,  as  a  substitute  for  sugar.  Tne  produc¬ 
tion  of  corn  sirup  has  doubled:  tha\^f  cane 
refiners’  sirup  is  up  eight  times  over^Drewar 
production.  These  are  not  rationed!\^nd 
most  of  this  Increased  production  is  go^ng 
to  industrial  and  commercial  users  of  sugto. 
Further,  there  is  no  scarcity — at  least  sucfti 
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scarcity  as  we  have  been  asked  to  bellyre. 
Irkfact,  the  Cuban  sugar  crop  this  ye^  is 
expected  to  be  nearly  a  milion  tons  greater 
thari\ast  year.  ^ 

The^^erican  housewives  would^  willing 
to  adjusWhemselves  to  a  scarcil^in  supply. 
The  subsC^ce  of  their  comnpCint  is  that  j 
the  sugar-rlfconing  prograrn^as  been  used  S 
to  change  tha^uying  hahjfe  of  the  Nation  -J 
to  the  profit  of^e  Indiis^al  users  of  sugar,  r 
They  maintain  fltet  ta^  have  been  short-  'j 
changed  on  sugar  s^bs  to  be  compelled  to  j 
buy  manufactured^p^ducts  at  high  prices  jj 
instead  of  rislng^heiiW  home  canning  and  j 
baking  facilitiejjr  J 

They  feel  Ojmt  had  it  no^een  for  the  de-  j 
termined  facing  of  home  Sinners  into  the  l' 
market  foaroanufactured  prooV^cts,  the  prices  > 
would  ^ree  fallen  long  ago.  I 

Ou^Government  can  do  curlouk  things  at  i 
timar  And  so  can  our  buslnessrnVi.  They  ’ 
a^all  for  a  competitive  market.  t^Ay  are  | 
competition  and  Individual  inltialii^e —  j 
^r  pretend  to  be — except  when  the  compel-  » 
tion  and  the  individual  initiative  are  real.\  1 


Fruits  and  Vegetable  Market  News 
Division 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JOSEPH  R.  BRYSON 

OP  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday,  May  28,  1947 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  since 
1915  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Market 
News  Division  of  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  conducted 
a  service  for  the  benefit  of  growers  and 
vai’ious  trade  groups  concerned  with 
the  marketing  of  fruits  and  vegetables. 
At  the  present  time  this  agency  operates 
year-round  offices  in  22  of  the  larger 
terminal  markets.  In  addition,  through¬ 
out  the  course  of  a  year  approximately 
40  seasonal  field  offices  are  operated 
during  the  active  harvesting  and  mar¬ 
keting  seasons  in  major  producing  areas. 
Through  an  interchange  of  information 
over  the  market  news  leased  wire  sys¬ 
tem  these  oflBces  have  kept  growers, 
shippers,  and  other  factors  informed  as 
to  supplies,  market  conditions,  and 
prices  in  important  producing  areas  and 
in  major  terminal  markets.  This  has 
made  possible  more  effective  distribution 
of  the  available  supplies,  so  as  to  obtain 
the  best  returns.  This  system  of  daily 
reporting,  with  dissemination  on  a  na¬ 
tional  basis,  has  also  made  it  possible 
for  growers  and  shippers  to  maintain 
a  close  check  on  returns  being  received. 

An  example  of  the  seasonal  field  offices 
is  the  one  which  has  been  operated  at 
Spartanburg,  S.  C.,  in  my  own  district, 
for  the  past  two  summers  during  the 
peach  season.  Last  year  South  Carolina 
topped  all  States  in  the  shipment  of  fresh 
peaches,  and  Spartanburg  County  topped 
all  counties  in  the  Nation. 

When  South  Carolina  became  a  major 
peach-producing  State  producers  and 
shippers  realized  they  were  at  a  disad¬ 
vantage  in  not  having  complete  market 
information  available  during  the  ship¬ 
ping  season,  so  in  response  to  urgent  re¬ 
quests  from  growers  and  shippers  in  that 
area  the  Spartanburg  office  was  opened 
in  the  summer  of  1945.  Last  season  the 


active  mailing  list  of  the  Spartanburg  of¬ 
fice  carried  over  900  who  received  daily 
mailed  reports.  Most  were  South  Caro¬ 
lina  growers  and  shippers,  although 
many  reports  were  sent  to  distributors  in 
terminal  markets  or  producers  in  other 
nearby  areas.  The  Spartanburg  Herald 
and  Spartanburg  Journal  and  radio  sta¬ 
tions  WSPA  and  WORD  gave  daily  pub¬ 
licity  to  market  reports  furnished  by  the 
Spartanburg  office.  Through  these  vari¬ 
ous  means  of  market  news  dissemination 
all  interested  parties  were  kept  currently 
advised  as  to  market  conditions  and 
prices  in  the  South  Carolina  peach  crop. 
I  have  been  informed  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  has  received  numer¬ 
ous  favorable  comments  on  the  work 
done  by  this  office  at  Spartanburg  and  I, 
myself,  have  received  letters  from  the 
peach  growers  expressing  their  appre¬ 
ciation  for  the  fine  market  news  service 
furnished  them  by  that  office. 

The  cost  to  the  Government  of  the 
Spartanburg  office  is  slightly  over  $1,000 
per  season.  The  State  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  through  the  Clemson  College  exten¬ 
sion  service,  cooperates  to  the  extent  of 
about  $300.  The  Spartanburg  office  op¬ 
erates  normally  during  a  period  of  about 
6  weeks.  That  office  is  of  a  type  similar 
to  about  80  percent  of  the  seasonal  offices 
and  more  than  half  of  the  terminal  mar¬ 
ket  offices,  in  that  it  is  operated  with  one 
technical  marketing  specialist  and  one 
clerk.  Because  of  the  small  personnel 
involved  in  the  operation  of  such  offices 
it  is  virtually  impossible  to  reduce  the 
cost  of  operation  since  the  work  cannot 
be  handled  by  one  individual.  In  view 
of  this,  any  extensive  reduction  in  funds 
could  be  absorbed  only  by  the  closing  of 
certain  offices,  since  the  cost  of  operation 
has  always  been  at  a  minimum  level. 

The  important  role  played  by  the  Spar¬ 
tanburg  office  is  clearly  indicated  by  the 
following  statistics :  Total  rail  shipments 
of  peaches  from  South  Carolina  during 
the  1946  season  were  9,396  carlots,  as 
compared  with  6,791  cars  from  Georgia 
and  a  United  States  total  of  31,805  cars. 
In  addition  to  rail  movement,  there  was 
a  fairly  heavy  truck  movement  from  all 
the  major  peach-shipping  areas.  As 
compared  with  the  10-year  average,  the 
production  of  most  States  during,  the 
1946  season  was  little  changed.  The  one 
exception,  however,  was  South  Carolina, 
as  this  State’s  estimated  production  in 
1946  was  nearly  three  times  as  large  as 
the  10-year  average.  No  other  State 
even  doubled  the  production  of  the  10- 
year  average  period  1935-44.  During 
the  1946  season  South  Carolina  peaches 
were  shipped  to  33  States,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Canada,  and  Cuba. 

On  the  basis  of  statistics  reported  by 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics, 
South  Carolina  has  another  large  peach 
crop  in  prospect  for  the  forthcoming  sea¬ 
son.  The  April  10  crop  report  shows  the 
condition  of  the  South  Carolina  peach 
crop  on  April  1  at  85  percent  of  normal, 
which  is  three  points  higher  than  last 
year. 

In  view  of  the  indispensable  service  of 
the  Market  News  Division  to  the  farmers 
and  fruit  growers  and  the  consumers 
throughout  the  Nation,  It  is  hoped  that 
this  agency  may  be  continued  at  its  pres¬ 
ent  level  of  operation. 


Danger  Signals  for  Agriculture 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WALTER  H.  JUDD 

OP  MINNESOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday,  May  28,  1947 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  time 
when  we  are  considering  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill  for  the  next  fiscal  year 
it  seems  appropriate  that  we  consider 
some  basic  factore  underlying  our  agri¬ 
cultural  economy  which  are  disturbing 
because  they  can  lead  to  serious  trouble 
if  ignored. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I 
include  the  following  article  by  Chester 
D.  Tripp,  published  in  January  1947: 

People  are  fairly  complacent  about  the 
agricultural  price  situation.  The  well-being 
of  the  people  is  high,  consumption  is  high,, 
crops  are  bountiful,  the  world  needs  our  food, 
and  will  for  some  time.  In  addition  to  this, 
a  beneficent  Government  has  guaranteed 
parity  prices  on  20  of  our  Important  crops. 
So  why  worry?  Between  an  assured  big  de¬ 
mand,  an  assured  adequate  price,  and  an  as¬ 
sured  large  consumption  it  would  seem  as 
though  time  might  be  put  in  to  better  ad¬ 
vantage  than  trying  to  look  for  trouble.  It 
is  generally  a  thankless  Job  to  be  a  dike  in¬ 
spector  when  the  water  is  low.  The  inhabi¬ 
tants  are  usually  complacent  about  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  dike  under  such  circumstances. 
Experience  tells  us  that  a  timely  survey  of 
some  of  the  salient  points  in  the  dike  that 
might  develop  points  of  weakness  are  often 
warranted. 

A  discussion  of  the  agricultural  situation, 
with  this  in  mind,  might  be  interesting.  We 
have  data  covering  a  very  long  period  of 
agricultural  pr'ies  and,  strange  as  it  may 
seem,  these  data  disclose  devastating  malad¬ 
justments  in  the  agricultural  price  structure 
in  the  years  following  great  wars.  History 
accounts  for  these  upsets  in  different  ways. 
In  the  great  upset  after  the  Napoleonic  War, 
the  literature  indicates  that  agricultural 
prices  went  to  pieces  because  the  expansion 
of  world  shipping  opened  up  great  new 
sources  of  supply.  After  the  Civil  War  we 
experienced  another  upset,  which  the  com¬ 
mentators  of  the  day  felt  was  due  to  the 
opening  of  the  West,  which  brought  in  a/ 
superabundance  of  supplies.  The  record  in¬ 
dicates  that  after  a  short  waiting  period  agri¬ 
cultural  prices  were  nearly  cut  in  two  after 
World  War  I.  It  seems  more  logical  to  sim¬ 
ply  say  that  all  great  wars  interfere  with  pro¬ 
duction  and  distribution  than  to  try  to  give 
some  definite  reason  for  the  occurrence. 
War,  as  such,  brings  great  numbers  of  peo¬ 
ple  to  the  verge  of  starvation.  As  a  result, 
prices  and  production  are  Increased  wherever 
possible.  As  the  world  returns  to  normalcy 
and  production  and  distribution  Improve,  the 
weight  of  competition  weighs  heavily  on  the 
artificial  price  structure  created  by  the  war. 
In  each  important  war  of  which  we  have 
record  the  price  of  agricultural  products  in¬ 
creased  enormously  during  the  war  and  then 
fell  precipitately  a  short  time  after  the  war. 

We  have  lately  finished  another  war,  during 
which  prices  advanced  enormously,  thus  com¬ 
pleting  the  first  lap  of  the  cycle;  in  fact,  ceil¬ 
ings,  quotas.  Incentives  in  one  form  or  an¬ 
other  were  tried,  but  to  no  avail.  The  price 
structure  of  agricultural  products  is  higher 
today  than  it  has  ever  been  in  the  memory  of 
man. 

Under  such  conditions,  it  does  not  seem 
as  though  one  was  going  far  afield  to  look 
for  trouble,  or,  to  put  it  another  way,  to 
look  for  repetition  of  the  standard  pattern. 
One  outstanding  thing  is  the  well-known 
fact  that  consumption  of  agricultural  prod- 
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nets  Is  one  of  the  most  inflexible  factors  in 
all  our  economy.  Well-being  can  be  in- 
creased  substantially  without  any  great 
change  in  quantity  of  consumption.  Abun- 
'l-  ,  dant  means  increases  the  demand  for  quality 
goods,  but  the  demand  for  calories  is  rela- 
’’  tively  inflexible.  A  ditch  digger  may  ac¬ 
quire  a  million  dollars  but  he  does  not 
change  his  food  consumption  In  proportion 
by  so  doing.  We  are  obviously  dealing  with 
-  a  rigidity  in  consumption,  and,  for  this 
reason,  it  is  interesting  to  note  what  drastic 
price  changes  are  necessary  to  cut  production. 

Production  of  agricultural  items  is  sur¬ 
prisingly  stable.  There  is  the  time  lag  of  a 
crop  year'  involved  in  most  production.  Many 
'  crops,  such  as  fruits,  ai-e  planned  years  in 
advance;  They  have  to  be  marketed  regard- 
-  less  of  price  at  the  time  of  their  maturity. 
With  this  in  mind,  it  is  interesting  to  see 
what  a  drastic  drop  in  prices  took  place  in 
1923  and  what  a  relatively  small  effect  this 
had  on  production. 

Again,  the  decline  in  prices  that  started 
in  1929,  went  on  for  several  years  before 
average  production  was  cut  as  much  as  10 
percent.  We  further  note  that  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time,  the  volume  of  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction  is  almost  at  its  high  point  and  the 
price  range  is  at  a  new  high. 

The  per  capita  domestic  consumption  is 
now  at  the  high  figure  for  all  time,  and 
agricultural  exports  for  the  year  are  very 
high.  If  either  of  these  factors  should  de¬ 
cline,  even  slightly,  on  the  record  we  face 
a  set  of  facts  that  might  lead  to  disturbing 
results.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  export  demand  will  stay  at  this  high 
point  unless  we  are  prepared  to  give  food 
away.  For  economic  reasons,  we  are  getting 
more  cautious  in  our  giving  and  time  is 
working  against  us,  as  around  the  world 
production  is  slowly  being  re-established. 
As  far  as  the  domestic  situation  is  con¬ 
cerned,  our  population  is  consuming  about 
16  percent  more  food  per  capita  than  it 
ever  did  before,  and  it  is  not  likely  to  in¬ 
crease  that  amount  greatly. 

To  be  sure  we  have  another  bulwark  back 
of  the  price  structure,  and  that  is  the  parity 
arrangements  with  the  Government.  Prices 
are  now  on  an  average  of  124  percent  of 
parity,  and,  in  theory,  prices  could  drop  to 
90  p>ercent  of  the  parity  figure  without  un¬ 
duly  reducing  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
agricultural  areas.  Many  of  our  require¬ 
ments  are  priced  well  above  parity  but'  some 
prices  are  beginning  to  recede  so  that  great 
quantities  of  material  might  be  tendered 
to  the  Government  under  the  guaranty. 
As  an  illustration,  the  enormous  com  crop 
is  just  on  a  parity  point  and  any  further 
drop  in  the  corn  price  might  load  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  an  enormous  amount  of 
corn,  because,  under  the  law,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stands  ready  to  pay  parity  to  the 
grower  for  his  product.  Corn,  on  the  other 
hand,  is  largely  consumed  in  producing 
beef  cattle  and  hogs.  Both  cattle  and  hog 
prices  are  well  above  parity.  If,  however, 
there  should  be  a  drop  in  these  prices  below 
parity,  the  principal  market  for  corn  would 
rest  with  the  Government.  We  would  then 
immediately  be  faced  with  storage  problems, 
or  arrangements  for  further  donations,  or 
long-term  sales  that  might  weigh  heavily 
on  balancing  the  budget. 

The  law  covering  agricultural  F»arlty  only 
deals  with  tw'enty  commodities  out  of  some 
hundred  that  are  recognized  on  the  copi- 
modity  list.  Among  these  unrecognized 
comrqodities  are  a  number  of  important 
crops  that  are  very  Important  in  certain  ag¬ 
ricultural  areas  and  to  large  groups  of  the 
population.  Take,  for  example,  the  citrus 
fruit  situation.  Citrus  fruits  have  no  parity. 
Yet,  their  culture  is  of  paramount  interest 
I  in  Florida,  Texas,  and  California.  It  has  en- 
-  joyed  3  years  of  excellent  prices  which  have 
encouraged  intensive  cultivation  and  sub¬ 
stantial  new  plantings.  Now,  as  the  result 
■"  of  good  crops  and  the  backing  up  of  demand. 


we  face  a  surplus  of  supply.  The  price 
dropped  from  $40  a  ton  to  about  $10  a  ton. 
This  new  price  is  unrewarding  to  the  grower. 
Grapefruit  juice,  based  on  this  price,  is  liter¬ 
ally  as  cheap  as  spring  water.  It  is  quite 
a  question  whether  this  drop  in  price  will 
increase  consumption  as  much  as  10  percent. 
This  break  in  price  is  slowly  filtering  through 
to  retail  channels.  Juice  canners  find  that 
their  inventory  has  seriously  backed  up  on 
their  shelves.  A  number  of  plants  are  closed 
because  they  do  not  dare  face  the  commercial 
risks  involved  in  further  manufacturing  and, 
as  a  result,  a  demoralization  is  taking  hold  in 
these  fruit  raising  territories  which  is  begin¬ 
ning  to  show  Itself  in  the  spendmg  habits  of 
these  communities. 

Another  example  of  oversupply  that  has 
already  come  to  the  surface,  is  the  potato 
situation.  I  have  personally  seen  tens  of 
thousands  of  bushels  of  graded  and  sacked 
potatoes  going  to  waste  hi  the  fields  because 
there  is  no  place  to  store  them  nor  a  market 
to  put  them  on.  Yet,  there  certainly  are 
many  people  in  the  big  cities  who  are  eating 
low-grade  potatoes  at  prices  fully  up  to  the 
parity  figure.  Obviously,  the  Government  is 
in  an  embarrassing  position.  If  potatoes 
are  offered  at  great  discounts  to  consumers, 
the  market  of  the  whole  industry  would  be¬ 
come  demoralized.  Literally,  we  are  facing 
on  economic  waste  that  is  reminiscent  of  the 
days  In  Brazil  when  coffee  was  used  for  firing 
boilers.  Although  weakness  has  broken  out 
only  in  a  few  spots,  we  cannot  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  the  situation  has  been  bolstered 
by  great  exports  and  that  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  is  at  the  highest  figure  it  has  ever 
been.  These  factors  are  alarming  in  them¬ 
selves.  'When  taken  into  consideration  in 
the  long-time  record,  however,  the  pattern 
without  exception,  shows  agriculture  price 
demoralization  alter  every  great  war.  One  is 
warranted  in  stopping  and  thinking  before 
the  trouble  even  starts. 

I  am  not  predicting  a  demoralization  of 
agricultural  prices.  I  am  supplying  some 
facts  and  figures  which  to  my  mind  are  thor¬ 
oughly  disturbing.  Our  price  structure  is 
out  of  line  with  the  rest  of  the  world  on 
many  items.  The  rest  of  the  world’s  pro¬ 
duction  is  beginning  to  increase  again,  and 
1  think  we  should  be  mentally  prepared  for. 
something  of  an  upset  in  our  exports.  The 
laws  governing  parity  prices  may  help  for  a 
minute  but  if  these  parity  prices  are  too 
high  to  limit  production,  they  only  develop 
fifrther  complications  such  as  added  dona¬ 
tions,  or  congested  storage,  or  actual  de¬ 
struction  of  food.  Parts  of  the  world  have 
gone  through  a  period  of  5  years  without 
having  enough  to  eat.  We  are  not  going  into 
a  period  where  there  is  too  much  to  eat,  but 
we  may  be  facing  a  period  where  there  is 
more  than  we  can  eat  and  more  than  the 
other  fellow  can  pay  for. 

Agriculture  is  not  an  industry  unto  itself. 
Its  well-being  has  profound  psychological 
effects,  in  that  the  problems  this  industry 
faces  in  regard  to  prices  may  easily  be  re¬ 
flected  in  the  affairs  of  other  economic 
groups. 

Chester  D.  Tripp. 
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Mr./jANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  e^end  my  remarks  in  the  Record, 
I  wjfti  to  include  herein  the  following 
insjnring  eulogy  in  tribute  to  the  exem¬ 


plary  piety  of  Rev.  Father  Edward  T/ 
Dunne,  which  was  delivered  by  R^. 
Father  Cornelius  Sherlock,  diocegan 
superintendent  of  schools,  Boston,  a^4he 
funeral  Mass  at  St.  Patrick’s  Church, 
South  Lawrence,  Mass.,  on  Saturday,  May 
24,  1947:  / 

“He  that  shall  do  and  teach,  heAhall  be 
called  great  in  the  kingdom  of  jfeeaven.” 
Matthew  5:  19,  / 

Right  Reverend  MonsignorU"  Reverend 
Fathers,  Reverend  Brothers  and^isters,  rela¬ 
tives  and  friends  of  Father  Dvmne,  the  emo¬ 
tions  that  weigh  upon  our  he*ts  this  morn¬ 
ing  are  many.  Probably  th»^ most  assertive 
is  a  feeling  of  loss  that  onqfso  loved  and  so 
revered  has  left  our  eartljly  paths  to  walk 
the  streets  of  another  worfd.  And  so  we  do 
well  to  express  our  sympathy  to  one  another 
and  to  pray  that  the  pai^  of  this  breavement 
may  not  be  too  great  f/r  our  all  too  human 
hearts  to  bear.  To  F«her  Dunne’s  mother, 
and  to  his  brothers  ^id  sisters  we  promise 
our  prayers  that  Go(ymay  lighten  the  burden 
of  their  sorrow  an4  console  them  by  their 
excellence  of  his  i^w  completed  priestly  life. 
To  the  priests  with  whom  he  lived  and 
worked  we  expr/ss  our  sorrow  for  the  loss 
they  have  susMined.  We,  the  companions 
of  his  studeny&ays,  who  prepared  with  him 
for  the  life  ip  God’s  vineyard,  tell  to  each 
other  our  mmual  sadness  that  one  whom  we 
admired  and  loved  has  left  us.  To  the  sisters 
and  the  cl^dren  we  hesitate  to  put  in  words 
our  feeliiigs  for  their  great  loss.  They  had 
too  greaya  share  of  his  interest  and  devoted 
care.  TJo  his  friends,  the  faithful  of  Saint 
Patrick's,  and  that  other  multitude  who 
knew  .and  loved  him  at  other  times  and  in 
other  places  we  extend  our  condolence  at 
the  loss  of  their  priestly  friend. 

But  if  the  thoughts  of  sympathy  and  sor- 
L-qiw  seem  to  be  uppermost  in  our  minds  they 
^e  not  the  most  important  truths  of  which 
we  should  be  conscious.  The  Church,  still 
mindful  of  the  sadness  of  deserted  friends, 
would  remind  us  that  death  is  really  the  ves¬ 
tibule  of  heaven,  that,  after  all.  Catholics 
are  always  preparing  for  their  last  day  on 
earth  as  a  time  when  the  cares  and  heart¬ 
aches,  the  trials  and  disappointments  of  life 
are  shuffled  off.  She  would  drive  home  to 
our  minds  the  fact  that  death  is  a  gateway 
through  which  those  who  have  served  God 
well  move  into  an  eternity  of  endless,  or  in¬ 
finite  happiness.  The  truth  is  that  Father 
Dunne,  deep  and  intense  as  his  love  for  us 
really  is,  would  not  return  from  the  joys  of 
Heaven.  He  would  rather  tell  us  that  time 
is  at  most  a  passing  instant  and  that,  if  we 
will  but  follow  the  commandments  and 
counsels  of  our  Lord,  we  will  join  him  in  his 
happiness  in  God’s  own  good  time.  Laughter 
and  tears  have  a  way  of  being  strangely  mixed 
in  this  uneven  life  of  ours  but  for  Catholics, 
even  in  such  deep  sadness  as  this,  the  fact 
of  our  eternal  destiny  transcends  our  sor¬ 
row  and  make  today  rich  in  the  reality  of  a 
priest’s  ineffable  reward  as  he  enters  into 
the  heavenly  home  an  all-loving  Father  has 
prepared  for  him. 

Father  Dunne  was  on  the  point  of  com¬ 
pleting  his  nineteenth  year  as  a  priest  in 
the  archdiocese  of  Boston.  Actually  he  and 
I  had  arranged  to  have  dinner  together  to¬ 
morrow  evening  to  observe  the  anniversary 
of  our  ordination  to  review  a  little  the  19 
years  that  have  passed  and  to  plan  ahead 
for  priestly  work  in  the  future.  But  such 
plans  are  always,  at  most,  tentative.  Quite 
clearly,  man  proposes,  but  God  disposes. 

Ordained  on  the  25th  of  May  1928,  Father 
Dimne  was  assigned  to  the  parish  in  Ayer 
for  the  summer.  When  autumn  came  he 
was  transferred  to  Saint  Paul's  in  Wellesley 
where  his  long  and  deep  friendship  with 
Monsignor  Daly  ■  began.  Eight  years  in 
Wellesley  were  followed  by  a  shorter  assign¬ 
ment  to  the  parish  of  the  Immaculate  Con¬ 
ception  in  Newburyport.  He  then  came  here 
to  Saint  Patrick’s  to  spend  the  last  eight 
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of  his  life  working  again  with  Mon- 
Euly,  but  now  for  the  people  of 
Lawrence. 

If  I'^had  a  characteristic  which  st^„d  out 
above  ^  others,  it  was  his  intense  devotion 
to  chlldfen.  In  his  earlier  priesthood  in 
Wellesley N^ere  was  no  parish  school  but 
there  two’  in^ortant  groups  of  young  people 
found  in  hld^a  zealous  friend  and  prudent 
guide.  It  was^^ere  that  he  developed  with 
great  succees  ihe  work  with  Catholic  Boy 
Scouts.  I  remeTkber  well  the  eagerness 
with  which  he  outifeed  plans  for  his  charges 
and  the  satisfaction^e  reflected  with  each 
succeeding  achievemAtf-  This  activity  de¬ 
veloped.  in  more  recen^years.  into  his  ex¬ 
tensive  work  for  Scoutin^in  this  area.  His 
interest  and  ability  were^Kidely  recognized 
and.  as  you  know,  he  served^te  commissioner 
for  the  Catholic  Boy  Scouts  oitessex  County. 

He  was  concerned  too,  in  ^toose  earlier 
years,  with  the  problems  of  Cathie  students 
in  non-Catholic  colleges  and  carrl#IL  on,  with 
great  expenditure  of  time  and  energy  a  very 
successful  program  among  the  Cathoite  stu¬ 
dents  at  'Wellesley  College.  Prom  tint  to 
time  in  later  years  the  evidence  of  the  e^el- 
lence  of  this  work  appeared  in  the  letw 
he  received  from  far  places  of  the  worl^ 
from  former  students  to  whom  his  guidance^ 
was  still  proving  a. compass  in  perplexity  or 
an  anchor  in  some  stormy  reach  of  life. 

When  he  came  here  to  South  Lawrence  the 
opportunity  for  which  he  seemed  most  fitted 
presented  itself.  Here  was  an  excellent  par¬ 
ish  school.  With  the  encouragement  of  his 
pastor  and  Mend,  he  entered  into  school 
work  with  high  purpose  and  unbounded 
energy.  Despite  the  exactions  of  busy  parish 
life  he  studiously  prepared  himself  for  school 
work.  He  became  interested  in  every  edu¬ 
cational  problem  that  appeared  and  left  no 
stone  unturned  to  help  boys  and  girls  in 
their  quest  for  happiness.  The  Sisters  came 
to  know  him  as  a  generous,  sound  and 
realistic  friend  who  worked  tirelessly  with 
them  in  every  way  that  would  assure  suc¬ 
cess  for  the  educational  program.  Their 
loss  in  him  will  not  be  easily  forgotten. 

Through  all  his  activity  there  appeared 
a  constantly  reiterated  philosophy  that  re¬ 
duced  itself  to  the  Irrefutable  question, 
“What  doth  it  profit  a  man  if  he  gain  the 
whole  world  and  suffer  the  loss  of  his  own 
soul.”  Teaching  with  him  was  to  make 
children  happy  and  in  his  scheme  of  things 
even  temporal  happiness  and  success  must 
be  so  attained  that  it  will  lead  his  children 
inevitably  to  heaven. 

I  remember  well  a  week  we  passed  to¬ 
gether  in  Maine  in  which  much  of  our  time 
was  spent  in  studying  some  smaller  forms 
of  marine  life  in  the  great  tide  pools  at  the 
rocky  edge  of  the  sea.  One  day  while 
were  wondering  at  the  beautiful  complexities 
and  obvious  purpose  of  some  tiny  organifcis, 
he  said,  almost  wistfully,  “If  we  coulc^nly 
hold  classes  here  on  this  magnificeiy  coast, 
how  much  more  effectively  we  coult^explain 
to  children  the  power  and  wondejifof  God.” 
That  night  he  left  for  South  Larad^ce  bring¬ 
ing  back  with  him  great  wat^ jars  of  sea 
life  that  his  teachers,  and  latar  the  children, 
might  examine  these  maniClous  creatures  . 
and  understand  more  clea^  some  truths  of 
science  and  envision  mo^  fully  the  power 
of  God  who  created  sud^wonders  of  the  sea. 

But  he  saw  the  grow^  of  children  in  mind 
and  soul  as  a  problem  much  broader  than 
the  school  and  so  it^as  that  he  took  particu¬ 
lar  delight  in  hls/ork  with  the  Holy  Family 
Sodality.  “Chilrfen,”  he  would  say,  “are  so 
largely  the  p^ucts  of  their  homes.”  He 
could  say  tl^  with  a  natural  logic  for  he 
himself  illi^^rated  in  his  life  the  wondrous 
Influence  his  own  parents,  parents  whose 
teachln^fnd  example  gave  two  priests  to  God 
and  a  ^ughter  to  His  service.  Through  the 
mothers  and  future  mothers  of  Lawrence  he 
still^orked  valiantly  for  the  welfare  of  chil¬ 
dren.  The  broader  aspects  of  community  life 


also  claimed  his  attention.  Non-Catholic 
and  Catholic  alike  knew  him  as  one  con¬ 
cerned  about  community  affairs.  He  worked 
willingly  with  any  group  that  aimed  at  com¬ 
munity  improvement.  The  ultimate  reason 
again  was  that  his  children  would  one  day 
be  adults  in  this  community  and  his  con¬ 
tinuing  love  for  children  was  a  compelling 
force  that  made  him  work  for  an  even  better 
society  in  which  they  might  live. 

Father  Dunne  had  no  personal  ambitions, 
no  thirst  for  fame,  no  quest  for  honors.  In 
fact,  in  regard  to  himself,  he  was  singularly 
reticent.  All  he  desired  was  the  opportunity 
to  work,  to  bring  God  to  others  in  the  mass 
and  the  sacraments,  to  teach,  to  teach  others 
to  use  God’s  graces,  to  teach  his  boys  and 
girls  to  be  happy  here  and  happy  for  eternity. 
He  didn’t  seek,  not  even  expect  thanks  for 
his  work  but  like  the  exiled  patriarch  of 
Patmos  sought  “no  greater  grace  than  this, 
to  see  all  his  children  walk  in  the  way  of 
truth.”— 3  John  1:  4. 

■We  who  are  gathered  here  today  cannot 
view  this  occasion  as  one  of  unalloyed  sor¬ 
row.  Ours  is  not  a  ceremony  of  farewell  but 
rather  one  of  brief  separation  from  one  whom 
we  shall  later  join  in  unending  heavenly  joy. 
The  sacrifice  with  which  we  mark  his  going 
is  not  an  offering  ending  in  death  but  rather 
ta  sacrifice  that  renews  life,  a  life  of  the  soul^ 
men,  a  life  that  will  never  end.  Thji 
iment  is,  in  reality,  a  time  of  congratr 
tioV  that  one  who  served  God  well,  be^fnd 
the^^ual  measure  of  men,  now  faca^ our 
Lord  \d  hear  the  ancient  commeirrftion : 
“Well  3^e  •  *  •  enter  into  Vif  joy  of 

the  Lora 

Father  Ohnne  has  been  a  doer^!  the  word 
of  God  and  Tt  teacher  of  His  tr^h.  It  is  of 
such  that  tha^ord  said:  “Ha^hat  shall  do 
and  teach  shalltoe  called  gCIIEt  in  the  king¬ 
dom  of  Heaven. %t-Matthei|r  5 :  19. 
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Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  mem-’ 
ber  of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  I  desire  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  an  article  from  the  June  2  is¬ 
sue  of  Newsweek  magazine.  This  is  in¬ 
deed  a  remarkable  and  a  noteworthy 
article.  It  is  a  comprehensive,  carefully 
detailed  analysis  of  Communist  activi¬ 
ties  and  influences  in  the  United  States. 
It  names  names,  cites  cases,  and  identi¬ 
fies  the  media  relied  upon  by  lied  Fascists 
to  spread  the  atheistic  doctrine  of  com¬ 
munism.  It  should  be  read  and 
thoughtfully  studied  by  all  Americans. 
The  article  follows: 

What  Communists  Are  Up  To:  Intrigue  and 
Infiltration — ^Enemy  Within  the  Gates 
In  a  Federal  court  in  the  Nation’s  Capital 
last  week,  a  small  wisp  of  a  man  named  Carl 
Aldo  Marbani  stood  with  clenched  hands  and 
blanching  face  listening  to  the  reading  of  the 
verdict  on  each  of  11  charges  against  him. 
The  charges  Intoned  by  the  jury  foreman, 
all  involving  concealment  of  Communist 
affiliations  while  in  Government  employ,  W’ere 
not  new  to  the  Italian -born  Marbani;  in  the 
course  of  his  11-day  trial  he  had  heard  them 
many  times.  But  now  the  dread  word 


“guilty”  uttered  after  each  and  every  one^ 
them  sent  him  white. 

Small  wonder  that  Marbanl’s  convietion 
brought  joy  to  the  Department  of  Jpstice; 
although  every  high  official  in  Wa|liington 
has  long  known  that  Communist  ^Ketration 
into  the  Government  has  atta^d  serious 
proportions,  this  trial  was  tha^first  of  its 
kind.  To  Attorney  General  ^m  C.  Clark, 
the  door  was  wide  open  to  j^ss  the  admin¬ 
istration’s  $25,000,000  prosit  to  eliminate 
Communists  from  the  Fejieral  pay  roll. 

How  far?  What  noy  a  few  Americans 
asked  was.  If  MarbanLj^  Communist  Party 
member  under  the  n^e  of  “Tony  Whales,” 
could  Insinuate  hin^lf  into  a  wartime  job 
in  the  highly  secrjff  Office  of  Strategic  Serv¬ 
ices  (he  picked  t^gets  for  the  Doolittle  raid 
on  Tokyo)  anq^ould  later  enjoy  a  $7,175-a- 
year  State  Dej^rtment  position,  how  far  had 
Communista^een  able  to  penetrate  other 
phases  of  American  life  where  surveillance  of 
key  figui*  could  not  begin  to  match  the 
Governnjrent’s  screening  of  its  employees? 

To ^rase  students  of  the  Communist  con- 
spirjj^,  like  David  Dublnsky,  president  of 
thdrlnternational  Ladies  Garment  Workers 
ion,  “No  organization  in  American  life 
Fas  been  immune  from  Communist  penetra- 
^tion.  «  *  *  Labor  unions  have  been  their 

special  target  •  *  *  [but]  obedient  to 

centralized  direction,  Communists  have  bored 
within  church  bodies,  educational  institu¬ 
tions,  women’s  clubs,  scientific  groups,  and, 
believe  it  or  not,  businessmen’s  associa¬ 
tions.” 

If  most  Americans,  natively  nonconspira- 
tional  in  the  first  place,  found  it  difficult  to 
believe  that  a  small  band  of  zealots,  num¬ 
bering  not  more  than  70,000  party  members 
and  a  half  million  or  so  fellow  travelers,  could 
wield  the  power  of  a  potential  “fifth  column,” 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at.  Nevertheless, 
the  evidence,  if  examined  with  reasonable 
patience,  could  not  be  denied. 

I.  FRONTS  AND  BACKERS 

When  the  anti-Communist  movement  of 
the  twenties  was  at  its  zenith,  the  party  went 
underground.  Today  its  tactic  is  different. 
Party  members,  blatant  during  the  war,  are 
making  themselves  inconspicuous,  but  are 
laboring  more  furiously  than  ever  through 
fellow  travelers  and  Innocent  liberals  who 
have  never  grasped  the  fact  that  the  Com¬ 
munist  Party’s  policies  and  strategy  are 
guided  solely  by  Soviet  interests. 

Consequently,  the  Communists  work 
through  fronts — innocent-appearing  outfits 
with  idealistic-sounding  names,  organized 
for  specific  purposes.  These  groups  often 
succeed  in  attracting  many  non-Communist 
liberals,  and  occasionally  even  stanch  con- 
grvatives. 

iften,  the  Communists  move  into  already 
established  liberal  organizations  and  seize 
conts^  They  did  this  with  the  American 
Labor^rty  in  New  York.  The  Communist- 
controllid  ALP  has  been  quite  successful.  It 
has  electa*  one  member  to  Congress,  Repre¬ 
sentative  Marcantonio,  and  two  New 

York  City  ^uncilmen,  Michael  Quill  and 
Eugene  Conn¥ii|^,  who  work  hand-in-glove 
with  two  counaUinen  elected  on  the  Com¬ 
munist  Party  ticl^,  Benjamin  Davis,  Jr.,  and 
Robert  Cacchione.^ 

Change  here  for  Ktescow:  The  case  of  the 
Progressive  Citizens  o^merica  is  character¬ 
istic  of  the  way  Communists  can  infiltrate 
liberal  organizations  anlkmake  them  soap 
bc.xes  for  Communist  pro^^anda. 

The  Independent  'Voters  Oommittee,  later 
renamed  the  Independent  ClSkens  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Arts,  Sciences,  and  Pi^essions  and 
the  National  Citizens  Political  S*lon  Com¬ 
mittee,  now  merged  in  the  PCA,  slated  out 
in  1944  for  one  purpose — to  reelect^-anklln 
D.  Roosevelt.  Although  the  ConS^nist 
Party  later  openly  boasted  that  it  ha^^ione 
much  to  build  up  the  Independent  Citffil^s 
Committee,  both  the  ICC  and  the  NCPAC^ 
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voters  first  to  register  and  then  to  vote.  It 
took  a  lot  of  the  little  time  I  had  available 
for  baseball  and  other  cultural  pursuits. 

I  pointed  out  that  fact  to  my  father,  and 
his  rejoinder  always  took  the  form  of  an 
essay  on  the  duties  of  a  citizen.  I  wound  up 
working  to  preserve  the  Republic  at  the  then 
bitter  cost  of  never  becoming  a  good  first 
baseman.  Jim  Parley  did  better,  both  in 
politics  and  baseball. 

By  that  experience  of  long  ago  I  became 
aware  of  the  hours  which  district  and  pre¬ 
cinct  workers  put  ifrpn  the  sometimes  unap¬ 
preciated  task  of  building  and  maintaining 
a  political  organlzatiop.  That  is  why,  in 
paying  tribute  to  Mayor  O’Dwyer,  I  also  pay 
tribute  to  all  those  of  you  who  have  had  the 
discipline  and  unselfish  patriotism  to  main¬ 
tain  a  continuing  interest  lr\^party  affairs. 

For  three  quarters  of  a  centUry  the  powers 
of  government  in  the  United  .States  have 
been  exercised  by  one  of  two  grd>i,t  parties — 
the  Reppbllcans  or  the  Democrats.^  Broadly 
speaking,  that  has  proved  to  be  a  so^nd  sys¬ 
tem,  as,  under  different  party  labels,'* .it  has 
been  in  our  sister  democracies  of  Canadn  and 
Great  Britain. 

Governments  deriving  from  more  than  tVo 
or  three  parties  have  proved  incapable  it. 
providing  strong  and  continuing  federal  sys¬ 
tems.  Thus,  proportional  representation, 
while  attractive  in  theory,  seems  to  be  un¬ 
sound  in  application.  It  is  government  by 
fractions,  the  beginning  of  government  by 
veto,  without  responsibility.  In  Germany 
that  system  gave  Hitler  his  opening. 

My  own  inherited  Democratic  member¬ 
ship  was  cemented  by  my  admiration  for 
two  of  its  greatest  leaders — Woodrow  Wilson 
and  Alfred  E.  Smith,  for  whom  I  know 
Franklin  Roosevelt  had  the  same  admiration 
and  respect.  Their  names,  with  those  of 
Jefferson,  Monroe,  Madison,  Grover  Cleve¬ 
land  and  Newton  Baker  illustrate  the  divers¬ 
ity  of  appeal  and  the  variety  of  thought 
which  attracted  men  to  this  party. 

'  The  charge  has  sometimes  been  made  that 
the  Democratic  Party  embraces  too  many 
diverging  and  conflicting  schools  of  economic 
and  social  thought.  ■  The  conservatism  of 
the  South  and  the  radicalism  of  the  great 
cities  of'  the  North  are  said  to  make  poor 
teammates — granted*  that  we  accept  the 
unsubstantial  evidence  that  all  Southern 
Democrats  are  reactionary  and  all  Northern 
urban  Democrats  are  radicals — which  I  do 
not.  Even  if  one  accepts  the  existence  of 
these  differences  of  opinion,  I  hold  the  fact 
to  be  an  asset  and  not  a  liability.  The  es¬ 
sence  of  democratic  government  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  every  group  in  our  system  a  fair  chance 
for  expression. 

That  is  what  I  regard  as  the  genius  of 
President  Truman’s  administration.  By 
voice  and  deed  he  has  demonstrated  his 
deep  belief  in  the  right  of  every  man  to  ex¬ 
press  his  opinions.  It  Is  a  distinguishing 
feature  of  his  relations  with  his  Cabinet  and 
with  the  present  majority  party  in  the  House 
and  Senate.  There  is  no  political  subtlety 
or  smartness  in  the  President’s  effort  to  co- 
operae  with  the  Republican  Congress.  He 
knows  that  the  problems  of  the  world  are 
too  deep  and  too  serious  to  be  dealt  with 
on  the  level  of  domestic  partisan  politics. 
When  he  bespeaks  cooperation  he  means 
just  that,  and  I  know  he  has  done  his  best 
to  carry  out  his  part  of  the  pledge. 

I  want  now  to  talk  a  little  about  business 
and  the  American  economic  system. 

This  great  industrial,  agricultural,  and 
trading  community  which  is  the  United 
States,  was  built  under  a  social  and  economic 
philosophy  which  we  may  call  democratic 
capitalism.  It  is  a  system  dedicated  to  the 
Idea  that  the  welfare  of  the  country  is  better 
secured  through  the  exercise  of  individual 
Initiative  and  effort  than  it  could  be  by  a 
State-owned  economy  administered  through 
a  vast  and  complex  bureaucracy. 

•  With  that  belief  I  hold  deeply  and 
strongly. 


During  the  war  I  saw  what  a  compli¬ 
cated  Job  it  is  to  operate  the  national  econ¬ 
omy  with  Federal  controls.  Some  were  nec¬ 
essary  to  achieve  the  cooperation  required 
for  total  war.  ^  But  their  continuance  in 
peacetime  would  wreck  the  country  and  in 
my  Judgment  destroy  its  capabilities  for 
service  to  the  world.  There  is  no  one  man 
or  committee  of  men  with  sufficient  knowl¬ 
edge,  wisdom,  and  capacity  to  manage  an 
economy  as  hugely  productive  as  ours — an 
economy  which  poured  out  the  weapons  and 
men  to  achieve  victory  in  the  war  and  which 
since  has  poured  out  billions  to  help  restore 
a  deeply  injured  world  society. 

This  economy  of  ours  is  a  delicately  bal¬ 
anced  machine.  Its  driving  force  is  incen¬ 
tive,  not  merely  the  incentive  of  profits  or 
wages  but  the  Incentive  of  service.  The  pro¬ 
duction  of  goods  in  quantity  is  its  main¬ 
spring  and  it  is  that  quantity  production 
which  provides  the  real  wages  of  labor. 

Socialistic  advocates  in  Britain  have  found 
that  underproduction  can  and  does  produce 
unemployment;  that  high  wages  ^  which  can¬ 
not  buy  goods  cease  to  provide  the  incentive 
to  work  Just  as  businessmen  find  that  high 
prices  destroy  markets. 

Business  and  commerce  are  effective  forces 
for  peace  and  stability  in  the  world.  Busi- 
■''pessmen  are  always  on  the  side  of  peace  be-,, 
civjse  they  need  it  to  provide  the  condition 
under  which  their  ventures  can  be  pursued 
wit^confidence.  Businessmen  are  by  nature 
radic^^optimlsts — if  they  were  not,  fe-\^ould 
contln^  against  the  appalling  obstaq>es  that 
today  hn^der  the  free  exercise  of  tl^ir  ener¬ 
gies  throif^hout  the  world. 

No  goverhpiental  planning  or  supervision 
or  control  ckm  take  the  places  of  business 
initiative  in  maintaining  that  high  produc¬ 
tion  of  goods  services  which  made  this 
Nation  great  and  ^hich  tl^  world  will  require 
from  us  for  many  ^ars  to  come. 

All  nations  and  s^tes  in  the  world  today 
are  based  upon  ca^Kallsm,  the  difference 
being  merely  between  ^t^te  capitalism  and 
individual  capltalj«m.  Oyr  system  finances 
productive  enterprise  froAi  the  savings  of 
individuals,  d^osited  in  b^ks  and  insur¬ 
ance  companies,  rather  than,  collected  by 
Government  levy.  The  savings\f  our  people 
are  channeled  into  new  ventur&s  and  into 
the  extension  of  existing  enterpris^  through 
commercial  and  investment  banking. 

The  alternative  is  for  governmenttp  col¬ 
lect,  all  the  people’s  earnings  above  subjsist- 
ence  needs,  to  channel  those  savings  ^  it 
wills  and  ultimately  to  own  the  instruments 
of  production.  Inevitably  that  means  tha\ 
government  must  ultimately  own  and  control 
and  direct  labor. 

I  am  in  violent  disagreement  with  every 
and  any  aspect  of  such  a  system. 

But  let  us  not  forget  that  It  can  and  does 
offer  a  hard  and  ruthless  competition,  for 
elsewhere  it  bids  for  the  minds  of  men  ^d 
women  surviving  in  despair  and  poverty,  in 
the  ruins  left  by  war,  with  promises  of  a 
future  worldly  paradise. 

Such  an  appeal  Hitler  made  to  the  un¬ 
happy  German  people.  That  he  and  his 
satellites  perished  with  his  mad  dreams 
can  be  of  little  solace  to  the  grey  shadows 
of  human  beings  who  walk  today  In  the  rub¬ 
ble  and  ruin  of  Berlin. 

I  want  to  talk  about  another  great  stone 
in  the  foundation  of  American  society.  No 
group  in  our  community  has  a  greater  share 
in  meeting  and  overcoming  the  great  diffi¬ 
culties  of  the  postwar  world  than  Ameri¬ 
can  labor.  At  the  moment  the  tide  of  popu¬ 
lar  sentiment  seems  to  be  running  some¬ 
what  against  labor  and  particularly  against 
the  leaders  of  labor.  I  would  like  to  recall 
to  businessmen  that  a  little  over  a  decade 
ago  the  tide  was  running  sharply  against 
business  and  its  leaders. 

As  a  nation  we  are  apt  to  make  black-and- 
white  assessment  of  blame  when  we  are 
troubled.  ’That  Is  an  understandable  and 


human  weakness  but  the  temptation  to  put 
on  labor  all  the  blame  for  Industrial  dljli- 
culties  and  high  prices  is  as  unjust  as  }t  is 
to  saddle  all  business  with  that  blamp. 

I  came  to  know  a  good  many  labor  leaders 
during  the  war.  I  saw  a  good  deal.'bf  labor 
Itself  and- 1  can  testify  to  the  great. jiartlcipa - 
tlon  of  the  American  working  man  in  victory. 
Most  leaders  of  labor  are  neither  Communists 
nor  Socialists.  Many  of  them  realize  the  need 
of  adjustments  to  rectify  existing  imbal¬ 
ances  In  labor  laws.  Bitterness  against  all 
labor  and  all  labor  leaders’  as  a  group  is  Just 
as  dangerous.  Just  as  ^nfalr  as  the  tend¬ 
ency  15  yeal-s  ago  to  smear  all  business  and 
all  management.  Irfdictlng  fellow  Ameri¬ 
cans  by  groups  is  tb'e  negation  of  democracy, 
for  ours  is  a  classless  society  in  fact,  not  by 
empty  boast. 

It  would  be/ Inappropriate  for  me  not  to 
make  some  iftention  here  of  another  great 
foundation.  Stone  of  our  Nation — the  Armed 
Services,  /the  Army  and  the  Navy,  the  Ma¬ 
rines  and  the  Air  Forces,  during  the  war  con- 
stltutoei  the  greatest  fighting  forces  on  earth. 
NoWu^fet  there  be  no  misunderstanding,  they 
are/dedicated  to  keeping  the  peace.  They 
exist  not  to  impose  the  will  ■  of  the  United 
States  upon  other  people  but  to  guard  us 
against  attack,  to  defend  the  United  States; 
in  due  course,  to  take  their  part  in  securing 
world  peace  through  the  policing  functions 
of  the  United  Nations,  and,  finally  to  make 
clear  to  the  world  that  we  do  not  again  intend 
to  succumb  to  the  fallacy  that  you  can  se¬ 
cure  peace  by  stripping  yourself  of  the  means 
and  of  the  power  to  make  war. 

Let  pie  utilize  this  reference  to  the  Army 
and  Navy  to  draw  a  rough  parallel  between 
them  and  our  American  society. 

During  the  war  we  developed  and  used  the 
greatest  military  combination  of  men  and 
machines  that  history  has  known. 

Army  Ground  Forces,  trained  at  great 
speed,  magnificently  equipped,  smashed  their 
way  across  Africa  and  Europe  in  extraordi¬ 
nary  military  achievement. 

The  Air  Forces  of  the  Army,  almost  from 
a  standing  •  start,  within  3  years  achieved 
mastery  of  Germany’s  air  power. 

The  United  States  Navy  swept  the  seas  of 
two  hemispheres  clear  of  the  enemy,  trans¬ 
ported  and  supplied  our  forces  overseas,  and 
extinguished  Japan  as  a  naval  power. 

No  one  of  these  services  could  have  done 
the  Job  alone.  It  needed  all  three,  working 
as  a  team,  to  win. 

There  is  no  room  for  group  ego  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  services,  and  there  is  no  place  for  it  in 
our  national  society.  Government  cannot  do 
the  Job  alone.  Invested  capital  cannot  run 
..factories  without  labor,  nor  can  labor  pro¬ 
duce  goods  without  that  imponderable  which 
h'^  been  so  spectacularly  developed  in  this 
coujjtry — the  genius  and  skill  of  manage¬ 
ment, 

"We  are  all  members  of  a  common  national 
team,  ^e  are  all  workers  in  the  final  anal¬ 
ysis.  We'ere  all  consumers.  We  are  all  in¬ 
vestors,  noKmerely  in  real  estate  and  securi¬ 
ties  but  in  Uie  future  of  America.  Labor, 
without  the  partnership  of  private  capital, 
must  wind  up  as  the  corporate  property  of 
the  state.  Conversely,  capital  has  a  vital  in¬ 
terest  in  a  busy  and  prosperous  America. 
There  is  no  haven  in  which  dapital  can  be 
Immune  from  depres^on. 

The  success  of  the  American  system  is  the 
greatest  guarantor  of  its,  continuance.  In 
additipn  to  the  exports  of  American  credit 
and  food  and  goods  to  a  stricken  world  we 
must  also  send  the  spiritual  message  which 
is  our  real  and  greatest  answer  to  the  preach¬ 
ers  of  the  doctrine  of  the  economic  and  soul¬ 
less  man.  I  know  of  no  better  expression  of 
such  a  faith  than  a  quotation  which  I  read 
last  week  from  a  hitherto  unpublished  essay 
of  Woodrow  Wilson: 

"There  is  one  thing  I  have  a  great  enthusi¬ 
asm  about,  I  might  almost  say  a  reckless  en¬ 
thusiasm,  and  that  is  human  liberty.  The  in- 
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Qividual  is  indispensably  the  original,  the 
first  fact,  of  liberty.  There  is  no  such  thing 
as  corporate  liberty.  Liberty  belongs  to  the 
individual  or  it  does  not  exist.” 

That  is  the  spiritual  message  which  Amer¬ 
ica,  with  God’s  help,  must  transmit  not 
merely  for  its  own  preservation  but  for  the 
salvation  of  the  world.  That  is  the  faith  of 
our  community  whloh  we  must  export  along 
with  our  capital,  our  foodstuffs,  our  ma¬ 
chines,  and  our  charity.  It  is  the  true  es¬ 
sence  of  what  we  fought  for  in  two  wars.  It 
is,  I  say  again,  personified  in  the  career  and 
service  of  Mayor  O’Dwyer.  It  was  because  he 
came  to  a  great  free  community  that  he  had 
the  opportunity  to  rise.  It  is  because  of  his 
own  deep  devotion  to‘  liberty  that  he  con¬ 
tinues  to  serve  the  people. 


Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Bill,  1948 


SPEECH 

OF 

HON.  CLARENCE  CANNON 

OF  MISSOURI 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTA’TIVES 
Tuesday,  May  27,  1947 

The  House  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  had  under 
consideration  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1948. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  then 
the  report  on  crop  insurance  is  certain¬ 
ly  one  of  the  most  inadequate  reports 
ever  submitted  by  any  committee  of  the 
House,  certainly  by  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  on  any  bill  reported  in 
the  last  quarter  of  a  century.  It  does 
not  touch  the  real  situation,  top,  side,  or 
bottom.  And  it  comprises  one  of  the 
most  essential  services  rendered  by  the 
Government  today.  .  Today  no  business 
operates  without  insurance.  Notify 
any  manufacturing  plant  or  any  modern 
business  this  afternoon  that  its  insur¬ 
ance  is  canceled  as  of  12  o’clock  tonight 
and  that  plant  will  not  open  for  business 
tomorrow  until  its  policies  are  renewed. 

You  yourself  would  not  drive  out  on 
the  highway  in  an  automobile  without 
insurance.  Every  business  in  the  coun¬ 
try  operates  under  insurance  policies 
which  provide  complete  coverage  and 
protection  from  every  possible  risk,  in¬ 
cluding  unavoidable  disasters  cataloged 
as  “the  providence  of  God” — every  busi¬ 
ness  except  agriculture.  And  no  business 
is  so  subject  to  the  vicissitudes  of  the  un¬ 
predictable  providence  of  God.  The 
farmer  operates  under  incredible  haz¬ 
ards  of  fire,  frost,  and  flood,  drought  and 
deluge,  pests,  insects,  disease,  and  preda¬ 
tors,  animal,  vegetable,  and  human — op¬ 
erating  in  the  field,  the  feed  lot,  and  the 
warehouse. 

Your  banker  will  lend  you  money  on 
any  asset.  If  it  burns  or  dies  or  is  stolen, 
your  insurance  protects  his  loan.  But 
he  cannot  lend  on  the.  farmer’s  crops — 
regardless  of  the  amount  invested  in 
them  or  their  potential  value, ‘because 
the  farmer  can  get  no  insurance  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  collateral. 

In  this  way  the  farmer  was  denied  one 
of  the  most  essential  of  modern,  business 


services  until  in  1938  Congress  author¬ 
ized  the  Crop  Insurance  Corporation.  It 
was  a  new  field,  without  actuarial  sta¬ 
tistics  and  no  blue  prints  on  which  to 
predicate  a  practical  basis  of  operation. 
As  a  result,  it,  lost  money  steadily.  Its 
premiums  and  conditions  of  contract 
were  inadequate  to  meet  the  losses  and 
costs  of  operation.  When  this  became 
apparent,  the  law  was  revised  and  re¬ 
written,  and  since  that  time  has  been  a 
success  on  every  commodity  on  which 
insurance  had  been  provided  under  the 
original  law. 

All  of  this  is  completely  ignored  in  the 
report  of  the  committee.  No  mention 
is  made  of  the  success  of  the  service, 
since  the  readjustment,  a  most  aston¬ 
ishing  omission. 

Instead  of  differentiating  oetween  op¬ 
erations  under  the  old  law  and  the  new 
law,  the  report  lumps  all  losses  of  the 
original  Immature  system  and  reaches 
the  wholly  unjustified  conclusion  that 
no  crop  .insurance  can  be  provided  for 
agriculture  under  any  circumstances. 

Likewise  the  report  fa'crto  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  no  losses  have  been 
incurred  under  the  new  law  on  any  of  its 
operations  except  those  on  one  single 
commodity,  cotton,  on  which  there  had 
not  been  sufficient  time  and  data  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  practical  basis.  Incidentally, 
the  defect  on  that  one  crop  was  that  we 
sought  to  insure  the  co  on  producer  a 
profit  instead  of  insuring  him  against  a 
loss.  When  we  have  had  sufficient  expe¬ 
rience  to  develop  a  workable  contract, 
the  service  to  cotton  can  be  made  as 
practical  and  successful  on  that  com¬ 
modity  as  on  the  rest  of  the  commodi¬ 
ties  on  which  the  present  law  is  showing 
an  annual  profit  to  the  Government. 
For  example,  the  Government  made  a 
profit  on  its  insurance  on  wheat  alone 
over  the  last  2  years  aggregating  some¬ 
thing  over  $7,000,000,  and  it  lost  money 
on  none  of  the  several  crops  which  it 
insured  with  the  single  exception  of  cot¬ 
ton,  which  was  one  of  the  crops  recently 
brought  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
without  sufficient  preliminary  expe¬ 
rience. 

Now,  because  of  the  loss  on  that  one 
commodity,  the  committee  proposes  to 
deny  insurance  to  every  other  agricul¬ 
tural  commodity.  They  propose  tq  dis¬ 
continue  the  service  and  institute  an  ex¬ 
perimental  service  which  is  so  inadequate 
and  so  poorly  financed  that  it  is  evident 
that  the  real  purpose  is  total  liquidation 
and  complete  abandonment  of  all  effort 
to  provide  for  the  farmer  the  service 
available  to  every  other  business. 

The  total  of  $1,000,000  recommended 
for  administrative  expenses  in  the  report 
is  a  fraction  of  the  amount  needed  for 
liquidation  alone.  The  evidence  is  that 
some  450,000  crop  insurance  contracts  are 
now  in  force  with  potential  liabilities 
running  into  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars.  When  the  first  law  was  rendered 
inactive  in  1944,  a  total  of  $3,500,000  was 
provided  for  liquidation.  Now  only  $1,- 
000,000  is  recommended  for  liquidation 
of  a  vastly  larger  establishment. 

Under  such  circumstances  the  experi¬ 
mental  crop  Insurance  program  which 
the  committee  suggests  for  1948  could  not 
even  be  started.  There  are  no  funds  for 


liquidation  much  less  for  the  initiation  of 
a  new  program.  The  proposal  of  the 
committee  is  impractical  to  the  point  of 
absurdity.  And  the  heartless  abandon¬ 
ment  of  a  successful  program  on  all  other 
commodities  when  only  one  is  showing  a 
loss,  and  on  such  an  incomplete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  case,  is  to  say  the  least  diffi¬ 
cult  of  justification. 

I  trust  the  bill  reported  by  the  legisla¬ 
tive  committee  can  be  modified  when  it 
reaches  the  floor  to  provide  for  a  continu¬ 
ance  of  insurance  on  those  crops  which 
have  been  self-sustaining  and  on  an  ex¬ 
perimental  basis  on  other  crops  with  a 
view  to  establishing  an  actuarial  basis  on 
which  such  other  crops  can  likewise  be 
made  self-sustaining  as  soon  as  experi¬ 
ence  justifies. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  sdeld?  , 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  think 
in  fairness  the  gentleman  should  recog¬ 
nize  the  fact  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  appeared  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  and  asked  that  this 
be  continued  only  on  an  experimental 
basis,  and  that  .legislation  has  been 
passed  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  familiar  to  some 
extent  with  the  figures  that  have  been 
submitted.  They  Show  no  recent  losses 
on  any  crop  except  cotton. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  That 
happened  within  the  last  week,  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CANNON.  But  I  ask  my  good 
friend  who  is  an  authority  on  agricul¬ 
tural  problems,  especially  on  those  relat¬ 
ing  to  dairying,  if  there  is  any  reason 
why  we  should  discontinue  crop  insur¬ 
ance  on  flax? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  not 
in  any  position  to  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Can  the  gentleman 
suggest  any  reason  at  all  why  we  should 
discontinue  crop  insurance  on  wheat? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  would 
discontinue  it  the  way  it  has  been  oper¬ 
ating.  They  lost  about  $7,000,000. 

Mr.  CANNON.  No,  they  have  not. 
That  is  the  difficulty  here.  We  do  not 
have  the  statistics.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
the  Government  made  a  profit  of  $7,065,- 
000  on  wheat  for  the  years  1945  and  1946. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  One 
hundred  million  dollars  has  disappeared 
somewhere,  has  it  not? 

Mr.  CANNON.  No  money  has  been 
lost  under  the  new  law  except  on  one 
commodity.  Something  like  $20,000,000 
was  lost  on  that  one  crop  but  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  made  money  on  everything 
else. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  What 
commodity? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  only  loss  this  year 
has  been  on  cotton  and  if  that  is  being 
placed  on  an  experimental  basis,  and 
eventually  we  will  be  able  to  service  it  as 
successfully  and  as  profitably  as  the  rest 
of  the  list. 

But  in  the  meantime  what  reason  can 
the  gentleman  suggest  for  depriving  all 
other  agricultural  products  of  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  insurance? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  want 
to  get  the  record  straight.  The  legls- 
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lative  committee  that  is  in  such  good  re¬ 
pute  today  has  already  passed  legisla¬ 
tion  doing  what  the  gentleman  Is  criti¬ 
cizing — putting  it  on  an  experimental 
basis. 

Mr.  CANNON.  No  such  law  has  been 
enacted.  It  has  not  even  been  brought 
up  for  consideration  in  the  House.  And 
until  some  further  provision  is  made  why 
not  continue  to  function  under  the  leg¬ 
islation  now  in  force  and  under  which 
insurance  is  being  successfully  provided 
for  the  great  majority  of  American 
farmers? 

I  am  certain  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Wisconsin  joins  with  me  in  the  be¬ 
lief  that  we  should  be  fair  and  accurate 
and  logical  and  helpful  in  the  provision 
of  a  service  which  means  so  much  to 
farmers  and  to  all  business  associated 
with  their  success. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  conclusion  may  I 
say  that  when  this  vast  program  imple¬ 
mented  by  this  bill  was  begun,  American 
agriculture  was  at  its  lowest  ebb.  The 
farmer  was  bankrupt.  His  farmland  was 
being  sold  by  the  sheriff.  His  banks  were 
failing  at  the  rate  of  hundreds  a  day. 
Farm  tenancy  had  increased  until  owner¬ 
ship  of  small  farms  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  was  practically  nil.  Our  soil  was 
eroding  at  such  a  rate  that  hundreds  of 
-thousands  of  acres  of  American  arable 
land  were  being  removed  permanently 
and  forever  from  production.  Business 
was  stagnate  throughout  the  country 
because  the  farmers  had  no  buying 
power.  In  many  sections  mobs  of  farm¬ 
ers  were  threatening  sheriffs  with  the 
hangman’s  noose  when  they  came  to  dis¬ 
possess  families  from  the  farm.  You 
could  not  borrow  a  dime  on  any  farm  in 
my  State.  Men  outraged  by  confiscatory 
prices  stopped  milk  trucks  on  the  high¬ 
way  and  poured  out  the  milk.  They 
invaded  courtrooms  and  took  judges 
from  the  bench.  There  was  chaos,  de¬ 
moralization,  destitution,  and  despera¬ 
tion  throughout  the  rural  areas.  Farm¬ 
ers  put  their  remaining  possessions  in 
wagons  and  drifted  through  the  coun¬ 
try  as  Okies,  hopeless,  homeless,  and  help¬ 
less. 

That  was  the  situation  in  which  agri¬ 
culture  found  itself'  when  we  began  the 
programs  implemented  by  the  appropria¬ 
tions  in  this  bill.  Under  these  services 
the  whole  situation  has  been  retrieved. 
We  have  brought  the  farmer  back.  He 
is  enjoying  today  under  these  programs 
the  greatest  prosperity  the  American 
farmer  has  ever  known.  He  is  making 
a  greater  contribution  to  the  Nation  than 
has  ever  been  made  by  agriculture  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  We  are  producing 
this  year  one  and  one-quarter  billion 
bushels  of  wheat.  We  are  producing  the 
greatest  corn  crop  in  American  history. 
We  are  feeding  America  and  the  world  as 
it  has  never  been  fed  before  from  Amer¬ 
ican  acres.  And  we  have  raised  the  farm 
buying  power  and  the  American  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  in  both  the  city  and  the 
country. 

Now,  they  here  propose  to  put  the  ax 
to  the  root  of  activities  which  have  made 
the  Nation  great,  rich,  happy,  and  pros¬ 
perous. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  balance  the 
budget.  I  have  brought  in  bills  which 
made  rescissions  greater  than  ever  made 
by  any  bill  reported  before  or  since.  I 
have  stood  on  this  floor  and  urged  econ¬ 
omy  which  the  House  denied.  I  am  for 
economy.  But  I  refuse  to  cut  so  deeply, 
my  friends,  as  to  wreck  the  machinery. 
And  again  I  want  to  quote  the  New  York 
Times,  a  wholly  disinterested  commen¬ 
tator; 

Some  other  items  in  the  committee’s  re¬ 
port  will  bear  further  examination.  No  one 
can  argue  that  there  are  no  possible  sav¬ 
ings  in  the  Department’s  budget.  If  Con¬ 
gress  can  hack  away  what  is  actually  dead- 
wood,  it  should  do  so. 

Now,  that  is  a  reasonable  position. 
That  is  the  position  that  we  have  always 
taken. 

But  this  is  no  year  in  which  to  cut  out  or 
hamper  any  activity  which  wili  save  or  im¬ 
prove  the  fertility  of  our  soii,  reduce  farm 
production,  or  impair  the  well-being  of  people 
on  the  land.  Agriculture  Just  now  is  a  boom¬ 
ing  industry,  but  it  can  collapse  at  this  criti¬ 
cal  period  in  history,  as  it  has  done  before, 
if  we  apply  penny-wise  and  short-sighted 
policies  to  it. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  A  few  minutes  ago  the 
gentleman  was  giving  us  a  true  historical 
picture  of  the  plight  of  the  farmer  when 
we  were  not  giving  attention  to  him  in 
matters  of  legislation.  One  man  said 
about  that  time,  “Destroy  your  cities  and 
leave  your  farms  and  the  cities  will 
spring  up  again  as  if  by  magic.  Destroy 
your  farms  and  the  grass  will  grow  in 
the  streets  of  every  city  in  this  country.” 
Did  that  not  come  to  pass? 

Mr.  CANNON.  No  greater  truth  has 
ever  been  spoken.  The  strength  of 
America  is  in  her  farms  and  in  her  farm 
people.  That  is  what  is  at  stake  in  this 
bill. 


National  Science  Foundation  Should  Be 
Established 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OP 

HON:  GORDON  L.  McDONOUGH 

OP  CALIFORNIA 

IN  ’THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  May  29,  1947 

)  Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
I  establishment,  of  a  National  Science 
Foundation  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
'  to  the  United  States,  and  this  Congress 
j  should  pass  legislation  for  the  creation 
I  of  this  Foundation. . 

We  are  living  in  the  scientific  age,  and 
j  must  recognize  the  importance  of  scien- 
I  tific  research  and  development.  The 
war  brought  with  it  the  discovery  of 
i  atomic  energy  and  American  scientists 
developed  the  atomic  bomb  which 
stunned  the  world  and  enforced  imme¬ 
diate  peace. 


Science  opened  the  door  to  atomic  war¬ 
fare.  What  we  have  already  seen  of  the 
destructive  force  of  this  new  weapon  is 
but  the  smallest  part  of  its  potential. 
Atomic  energy  coupled  with  the  principle 
of  the  guided  missile  directed  by  tele¬ 
vision  presents  a  demolition  force  so  pow¬ 
erful  that  the  destruction  of  an  entire 
nation  would  not  be  improbable  through 
its  use.  Atomic  bombs  small  enough  to 
be  planted  by  saboteurs  and  detonated 
through  the  use  of  radio  waves  at  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  an  enemy  power  ate  no  longer 
mere  fictional  fantasy,  but  a  possible 
danger  which  must  be  reckoned  with  for 
national  safety. 

There  is  only  one  answer  to  the  prob¬ 
lems  which  face  us  with  the  advent  of 
atomic  energy  and  atomic  warfare.  That 
answer  is  scientific  research  carried  on 
by  the  best  scientific  minds  this  Nation 
can  produce.  Through  such  research  we 
may  find  methods  to  counteract  the  de¬ 
structive  power  of  atomic  energy  and 
learn  how  to  harness  it  for  peacetime  use 
’for  the  benefit  of  all  our  people. 

We  need  a  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion  to  coordinate  the  efforts  of  all  the 
branches  of  science  in  research  which 
will  convert  and  confine  atomic  energy 
to  peacetime  utility.  Atomic  energy 
must  be  harnessed  to  produce  power,  and 
we  cannot  envision  the  extent  to  which 
this  new  force  may  revolutionize  indus¬ 
try,  transportation,  and  every  phase  of 
daily  living.  Our  scientists  can  do  the 
job,  but  .they  must  have  the  tools  with 
which  to  work,  laboratory  equipment, 
and  men  and  women  who  are  specialists 
in  science  to  assist  them  and  carry  on 
the  work  of  scientific  research. 

Befoz’e  the  last  war,  Europe  had  many 
centers  of  science,  and  the  United  States 
could  draw  upon  these  reservoirs  of 
scientific  knowledge  for  the  development 
of  new  methods  and  new  materials  in 
medical  research,  biological  science,  and 
chemistry  and  physics.  These  European 
centers  have  been  destroyed,  and  the 
United  States  must  now  develop  its  own 
scientific  centers  or  be  bypassed  by  the 
scientific  development  of  other  nations, 
such  as  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  which  has  made 
available  almost  $1,000,000,000  for  scien¬ 
tific  research  this  year. 

We  must  seek  out  the  most  promising 
material  among  our  youth  and  provide 
scholarships  so  that  boys  and  girls  with 
special  adaptability  in  the  field  of  science 
can  receive  adequate  training.  Upon 
completion  of  their  work,  these  young 
scientists  Can  enter  the  field  of  research, 
and  their  accomplishments  will  benefit 
the  Nation. 

The  future  safety  and  prosperity  of 
the  United  States  may  well  depend  upon 
the  advancement  of  scientific  research. 
We  need  a  National  Science  Foundation, 
and  I  believe  its  establishment  is  of  equal 
importance  with  any  other  issue  before 
the  Eightieth  Congress  The  Senate  has 
already  approved  S.  526,  a  bill  which 
creates  a  National  Science  Foundation. 
I  urge  the  Members  of  the  House  to  pass 
this  legislation,  which  will  insure  the 
maximum  progress  of  scientific  research 
and  discovery  in  the  United  States. 
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EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JAMES  P.  RICHARDS 

or  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday  I  May  29,  1947 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  include  an 
illuminating  article  ki  the  New  York 
Herald  Tribune  of  May  28  by  Walter 
Kerr  on  the  Voice  of  Am«rica  program: 

WHY  THE  RUSSIANS  TUNE  IN— '^ICE  OF  AMER¬ 
ICA  PROVIDES  ONLY  FACTUALV  PICTURE  OF 

UNITED  STATES 

(By  Walter  Kerr) 

Recent  attempts  in  Congress  to  smdlgier  the 
State  liepartment’s  Voice  of  America 
broadcasts  to  foreign  lands  are  both  aWrm- 
ing  and  astonishing  to  an  American  citleen 
returning  to  this  country  from  the  l^i^t 
Union.  \ 

The  explanation  is  simple.  In  the  nightly' 
programs  beamed  from  the  United  States  he 
found  the  only  information  available  to  Rus¬ 
sians  in  their  own  language  of  American 
affairs  as  Americans  see  them.  Opposing 
them  were  the  carefully  edited  Soviet  press 
and  radio,  painstakingly  critical  of  American 
opinion  and  American  action,  presenting  one 
over-all  picture  which  may  be  summarized 
as  follows: 

That  the  United  States  is  a  fumbling,  con¬ 
fused,  grasping  country  that  grew  rich  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  and  now  hopes  to  enslave  the 
world  economically  and  politically — the 
whole  controlled  by  a  group  of  powerful  in¬ 
dustrialists,  bankers,  and  politicians  who 
prefer  war  to  peace,  social -strife  to  social 
order  and  fascism  to  civil  liberties. 

The  only  contrary  view  that  a  Russian  can 
hear  comes  from  the  Voice  of  America. 
Yet  this  voice  came  close  to  being  silenced  by 
congressional  action  a  short  time  ago.  The 
arguments  against  it  claimed  that  it  was  un¬ 
authorized,  mismanaged  and  a  waste  of 
money. 

The  first  two  objections  apparently  will  be 
taken  care  of  by  a  new  bill  which  was  ap¬ 
proved  last  week  by  the  House  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee  and  which,  if  it  becomes 
law,  will  continue  the  broadcasts  in  the  new 
fiscal  year  beginning  July  1.  The  third — 
that  it  is  a  waste  of  money — is  more  difficult 
to  answer,  since  there  is  no  way  of  evaluating 
in  terms  of  money  the  benefits  of  accurate 
information. 

Americans  in  Moscow,  however,  contei^d 
that  the  programs  are  listened  to  by  Rus¬ 
sians,  and  their  only  suggestions  consist  of 
recommendations  for  improving  the  broad¬ 
casts. 

As  evidence  of  listener  interest,  besides 
Individual  Russians  whom  they  know,  they 
cite  the  recent  attack  on  the  Voice  of  Amer¬ 
ica  by  Ilya  Ehrenburg,  the  Soviet  propagand¬ 
ist,  whose  skill  with  the  pen  most  certainly 
would  not  have  been  employed  if  no  one 
bothered  to  listen  to  what  the  Voice  was 
saying.  They  also  point  to  a  recent  cartoon 
in  the  magazine  Krokadil,  which  pictured  a 
department  store  display  of  short-wave  re¬ 
ceiving  sets  made  in  the  shape  of  ducks. 
The  duck  sets  were  advertised  as  being  use¬ 
ful  for  hearing  the  “quack,  quack”  broad¬ 
casts  of  the  Voice  of  America. 

Joseph  Newman,  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune  correspondent  in  Moscow,  reports 
that  only  a  limited  and  spotty  reaction  has 
been  noted  since  the  programs  were  started 
last  February.  There  is  reason  to  believe, 
he  says,  that  the  broadcasts  are  heard  mostly 
by  higher-income  groups,  since  they  Include 
men  and  women  who  can  afford  to  buy 
short-wave  sets.  These  sell  for  1,500  rubles 
each,  or  more  than  the  monthly  Income  of 


a  highly  skilled  and  productive  worker  In  a 
Moscow  factory. 

Among  listeners  he  mentions  doctors,  law¬ 
yers,  teachers,  newspapermen,  writers,  actors, 
artists,  dancers,  scientists,  army  and  naval 
officers,  factory  directors,  engineers,  and  more 
Important  Government  officials. 

He  says  that  the  number  of  persons  who 
hear  the  programs  is  not  known  by  anyone 
and  there  is  no  basis  for  an  intelligent  guess. 
It  is  estimated,  on  the  other  hand,  that  there 
are  about  1,000,000  sets  In  the  Soviet  Union, 
a  majority  of  them,  built  for  short-wave  re¬ 
ception. 

He  adds  that  without  publicity  of  any  kind 
Russians  know  the  transmission  time  (9 
p.  m.  to  10  p.  m.  daily)  and  frequencies 
(11,870  and  7,290  kilocycles).  They  have 
found  out  by  playing  with  their  own  sets  or 
by  word  of  mouth. 

The  most  serious  criticism  of  the  pro¬ 
grams  was  poor  reception,  but  this  has  been 
Improved  recently,  although  not  sufficiently 
to  put  them  on  a  par  with  broadcasts  of  the 
British  Broadcasting  Corp.  Soviet  seven-tube 
sets,  however,  pick  them  up  easily. 

Of  the  material  Itself  the  most  common 
complaint  from  Russians  and  Americans 
alike  is  that  a  1-hour  transmission  is  too  long. 
jCt  has  been  proposed  to  change  over  to  three 
alf-hour  programs.  It  has  been  said  that 
tne  treatment  of  scientific  subjects  is  too  ' 
te<n^!'''il  for  anyone  except  a  scientist.' 
OneNystener  finds  the  jazz  music  too  ^t 
and  anpther  says  he  can  hear  all  the  cl^I- 
cal  muAc  he  wants  over  Soviet  station^ 

The  t^t  suggestion  is  that  the  pr,^rams 
be  made  e^n  more  factual  than  ^ey  are. 
Listeners  apj^rently  would  prefer  tpliear  dis¬ 
cussions  of  problems  confront!^  America 
rather  than  efcrts  to  plcturq/the  United 
States  as  a  paradise  which  th^  suspect  it  is 
not.  Such  suggastlons  ar^  passed  on  to 
Americans  in  Mos^v,  wljj*  in  turn  report 
them  to  the  State  D^artment.  They  take  a 
real  interest  in  the  Volb|i^f  America. 


Rice  Leaders^i^p  Contr^as  Unfair 
EXTE^I^ION  OP  REM^KS 

/  OF 

HON/HENRY  D.  LARCADE,\R. 

''  _  OF  LOUISIANA  X 

I^THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIV]^ 
y  Thursday,  May  29,  1947 

"  Mr.  LARCADE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  \ 
permission  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record,  I  wish  to  in¬ 
clude  a  copy  of  a  newspaper  article  from 
the  Lake  Charles  American  Press,  as 
follows: 

Rice  Leaders  Rap  Controls  as  Unfair — De¬ 
cline  IN  Production,  Incmiase  in  Markets 
Cited  at  Convention 


production  drops 

Rice  declined  in  production  26  percent  Jn 
1946  while  markets  for  foods  showed  an  jm- 
crease  of  43  percent  in  production  ovei/the 
prewar  level,  Reid  said. 

Unless  price  controls  are  lifted  an^rice  is 
allowed  to  be  sold  on  the  domesty  market, 
the  consumer  will  be  weaned  aw^ from  the 
use  of  rice  by  its  prohibitive  cqns  and  lim¬ 
ited  production,  he  said. 

George  Smith,  Dewitt,  Arly^vice  president, 
said  growers  believed  contiaoed  government¬ 
al  controls  would  cripple  ^elr  business. 

Watson  Rogers,  Washington,  D.  C.,  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  National  J^d  Brokers  Associa¬ 
tion,  told  the  conveirtlon  that  members  of 
the  rice  industry  mgi^lst  strengthen  their  sales 
and  merchandisli^  programs  if  rice  is  to  re¬ 
capture  its  placed  the  American  diet. 

BUYING  POWER 

Fred  J.  R^siter,  of  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  ^  Agriculture,  said  in  an  address 
that  he  j|r  joncerned  over  the  world’s  buying 
power.  / 

"’Beybre  we  become  too  optimistic  about 
the  l^avy  demand  for  rice,”  he  said,  “we  must 
wej^h  the  world’s  buying  capacity.” 
yRe  said  several  food  experts  have  pointed 
,out  that  the  need  for  rice  today  is  much 
’  greater  than  that  of  the  prewar  demand. 

“Authorities  estimate,”  he  continued,  “that 
the  rice-eating  population  has  Increased  from 
5  to  10  percent  during  the  past  10  years.  This 
indicates  that  the  need  for  rice  will  be  far 
above  the  available  supply." 


Organized  Chaos 


Galveston,  Tex.,  May  24. — Bice  dealers, 
brokers,  and  jobbers  attending  the  Rice  Mil¬ 
lers  Association  convention  here  today  said 
that  possible  continuation  of  controls  on 
rice  after  the  expiration  date  June  30  were 
unfair  and  unnecessary. 

W.  M.  Reid,  New  Orleans,  association  ex¬ 
ecutive  vice  president,  said  the  400  persons 
attending  the  convention  were  opposed  to 
any  extension  of  price  controls. 

“If  controls  continue,  it  will  hurt  the  do¬ 
mestic  rice  market  100  percent,”  Reid  said, 
“since  40  percent  of  the  rice  crop  will  be 
shipped  out  of  the  United  States.  The  part 
of  the  rice  crop  allowed  to  remain  in  this 
country,  under  present  regulations,  will  re¬ 
main  under  fixed  prices. 

“It  is  unfavorable  to  the  Industry  for  con-  , 
trols  to  remain,”  Reid  declared,  “because 
there  is  no  reason  for  one  product  to  be  under 
Government  regulations  when  it  is  unnec¬ 
essary.” 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  LAWRENCE  H.  SMITH 

OP  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  May  29,  1947 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  as  part  of  my  remarks,  I  am  including 
a  news  article  by  Mr.  Constantine 
Brown,  wherein  he  points  out  that  there 
is  anything  but  order  in  Europe  today. 
It  should  be  of  interest  to  all  Members 
of  the  House. 

This  Changing  World — Economic  and  Po¬ 
litical  Situation  in  Europe  Called  Or- 
\  GANizED  Chaos 
\  (By  Constantine  Brown) 

Hubert  Hoover,  who  because  of  his  realis¬ 
tic  aad  nonpartfsan  approach  to  world  af¬ 
fairs  r^^ks  as  America’s  elder  statesman,  in¬ 
formed  the  House  Appropriations  Committee 
that  our ’’present  policies  in  Germany  and 
Japan  are  lorcing  the  American  taxpayer  to 
carry  the  bimen  of  those  countries’  repara¬ 
tions. 

Those  who  have  kept  abreast  of  devel¬ 
opments  in  Europe  and  Asia  concur  with 
Mr.  Hoover’s  concnjslons,  which  are  based 
on  long  study  of-  conditions  and  several  in¬ 
vestigations  undertaken  at  the  request  of 
President  ’Truman.  ’The  Chief  Executive 
himself  is  reported  to  share  most  of  Mr. 
Hoover’s  contentions. 

The  economic  and  political  situation  in 
Europe  can  be  described  as  the  most  per¬ 
fectly  organized  condition  of  chaos  the 
world  has  ever  known.  There  are  several 
points  of  economic  vacuum  in  Eui'ope,  as 
well  as  in  Asia,  and  American  resources  are 
being  sucked  into  them  in  such  quantities 
that  if  the  flow  continues,  they  wlU  be 
drained  off  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

RUSSIAN  POLICY  BLAMED 

We  cannot  afford  to  let  the  world  starve. 
This  is  an  American  axiom  which  no  political 
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H.  R.  3601 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mat  29  (legislative  clay,  April  21),  1947 
Eead  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 


AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 

6  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
OEEICE  OE  THE  SECRETARY 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  two  (one  at  not  to 
exceed  $3,000)  passenger  motor  vehicles;  travel  expenses, 
including  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the 
field;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight, 
express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertismg,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred 
to  as  the  Department,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are 
provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  he  determined  by  the  Secretary  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shah  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however,  That 
if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the 


3 


1  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  trans- 

2  ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be  increased  or 

3  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 

4  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of 

5  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  re- 

6  quirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such 

7  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Provided  further,  That,  of 

8  appropriations  herein  made  which  are  available  for  the  pur- 

9  chase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may  be  expended  for  each 

10  option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or  tracts  of  land: 

11  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by 

12  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 

13  employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee, 

14  or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  commission, 

15  or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  predic- 

16  tion,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threat- 

17  ened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to  future 

18  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same:  Provided  further, 

19  That,  except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or  incident  to 

20  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic 

21  product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  fmids  appropriated  by  this 

22  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured 

23  from  commodities  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the  United 

24  States. 
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PENALTY  MAIL 

Eor  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of 
the  Department,  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944 
(39  U.  S.  C.  321d),  $3,186,000. 

EESEAPOH  AND  MAEKETING  ACT  OE  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  Law  733) ,  including 
in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and  under  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head- Jones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  administration) 
planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary 
expenses  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the 
Act,  as  follows : 

Eor  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Eico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  Jime  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $3,000,000,  of 
which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allotable  to  Alaska  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  “Eesearch 
on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without  matching 
requirement; 

Eor  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems 
pursuant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $2,500,000; 
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For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (h)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

F or  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  ‘^Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946),  $2,000,000; 

In  all,  $9,000,000:  Provided,  That  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  penalty  mail  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June 
28,  1944,  may  be  transferred  to  the  regular  departmental 
appropriation  therefor :  Provided  further,  That  for  necessary 
printing  and  binding  there  may  he  transferred  to,  and  made 
a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding.  Department  of 
Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  he  in  addition 
to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other 
appropriation  items  of  the  Department:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  available  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof. 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues 
for  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 
$2,025,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  'appropriation ; 
and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  $1,597,000:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations 
or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any 
time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respec¬ 
tively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts 
transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the 
requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
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OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total 
appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $533,000;  for  prepara¬ 
tion  and  display  of  exhibits,  $128,400;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures,  $67,400 :  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  of  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in 
the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be 
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transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount 
which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  a])propriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions:  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more  ad¬ 
vantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office 
of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these 
purposes  may  he  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shaU  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices,  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That  in 
the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  D.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600)  :  Provided, 
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That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or 
for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except  that 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  he  used  to  maintain  the  San 
Erancisco  radio  office. 

FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  includ¬ 
ing  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services, 
except  as  otherwise  provided,  $1,607,000,  including  the 
purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles 
published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Report 
of  the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915 
(7  U.  S.  0.  418) ,  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108) ,  and 
in  pursuance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44 
U.  S.  0.  214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000 
for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
])roportion  of  four-ffftlis  of  whicli  shall  he  delivered  to  or  sent 
out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
direct,  hut  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants 
of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1919 
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(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  re¬ 
port  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) ,  i 
as  authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  ^ 
(44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  ; 
transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropriation  made 

1 

for  ‘‘Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Eesources”  ' 
such  sums  as  may  he  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  | 
in  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural  ^ 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  I 
into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  ] 

I' 

approved  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as, 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  ' 
with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated 
for  administering  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith:  Provided  further,  That  the  total  amount 
that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority  granted  in  the 
preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $95,300. 

LIBEAEY,  DEPAETMENT  OE  AGEICULTUEE 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals. 
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and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not  to 
exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  asso¬ 
ciations  wdiich  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a 
price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 
members;  $660,000,  of  wliicli  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUEEAU  OF  AGRICULTUEAL  ECOXOMICS 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,887,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural 
production,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation 
in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and 
income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  $1,743,600:  Provided,  That  no 
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part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available 
to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the  heading 
“Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  fanns,  production, 
distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  0.  556b) ,  and 
for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 
provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 
May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or 
publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the 
acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 

RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
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the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $428,000. 

INTERNATIONAL  PRODUCTION  CONTROL 

COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  the  ap¬ 
propriations  ‘‘Salaries  and  expenses,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration”  and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United 
States  as  a  member  of  the  International  Wheat  Advisory 
Committee,  the  International  Sugar  Council,  or  like  events 
or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction  of  agiicultural  sur¬ 
pluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropriations,  to¬ 
gether  with  traveling  and  other  necessary  expenses  relating 
thereto. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUEETO 

EICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7 
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LI.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Baiikliead-Joiies  Act,  section 
23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  0.  343d-l), 
$8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  Fehruary  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0. 
386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the 
Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $274,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketchum, 
Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work : 
For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  0.  341- 
348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and  the 
several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions,  $827,200, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administeatoe 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and 
furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  vrithout 
reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property, 
valued  at  approximately  $9,750,  within  the  hoimdaiies 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Mary¬ 
land,  consisting  of  approximately  88  acres  of  land 
known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approximately  40 
acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract:  Provided, 
That  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are 
rendered  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reim¬ 
bursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including 
handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
(including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for 
services,  supplies,  equipment  and  materials  furnished,  stores 
of  which  may  be  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building 
construction,  alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center 
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in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations 
and  the  applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their 
proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Eesearch 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however.  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  ( excepting  headhouses  connecting 
greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for 
construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall 
be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the 
fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Research  Administra¬ 
tor,  whichever  is  greater. 

Special  Reseaech  Fund,  Depaetment  of 

Ageicultuee 

For  enabhng  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 
Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b, 
427c,  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work, 
including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and 
printing  the  results  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


17 


such  agencies  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  or  establish,  and  to  which  he  may  make  allot¬ 
ments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  which  amount  $785,200 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
research  laboratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural 
regions  provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 

Reseaech  on  Steategic  and  Ceitical  Ageicultueal 

Mateeials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946, 
in  connection  with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000;  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Government  surplus 
without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consisting  of 
approximately  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  acres  known 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  acres  of  the 
Guidotti  tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Arguelo  tract,  and  twenty- 
five  acres  of  the  Alisal  industrial  site  (all  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  Salinas,  California),  including  improvements  and 
laboratory  facihties  and  equipment  thereon,  and  personal 
property,  valued  in  aU  (procurement  cost)  at  approximately 
$865,000. 
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Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alasica 
To  enable  the  Secretar}-,  through  such  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska  as  he  may  designate,  to  establish  and  maintain 
a  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and 
problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $144,940,  including 
printing  and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  construction  or  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  necessary  buildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to 
restrictions  of  existing  law.  In  carrying  out  such  program 
the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  use  such  authorities  as  have 
heretofore  been  made  available  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
of  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  by  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  University  of  Alaska  and 
with  other  public  and  private  agencies.  The  provisions  of 
this  paragraph  shall  be  effective  from  and  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  hereof,  and  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  take 
such  steps  and  to  issue  such  regulations  as  he  may  determine 
to  effectuate  the  orderly  discharge  of  his  responsibilities  here¬ 
under.  There  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Secretary  the  use 
of  such  equipment  and  other  facilities,  buildings,  and  grounds 
of  the  Territorial  agricultural  experiment  station,  including 
its  branches,  as  he  may  determine  to  be  necessary,  other  than 
any  land  in  general  use  heretofore  for  other  university  pur- 
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poses,  and  the  Secretary  may  to  the  extent  deemed  advisable 
continue  the  employment  of  the  existing  personnel  of  the 
station.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  in¬ 
cluding  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  there  are  hereby 
transferred  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  any  unexpended  bal¬ 
ances  now  available,  and  any  moneys  hereafter  received  for 
credit  thereto,  of  all  funds  heretofore  appropriated  by  the 
legislature  or  acquired  under  authority  of  law  for  the  con¬ 
struction,  use,  and  development  of  the  Territorial  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  station,  tlie  availability  of  such  funds  to  be 
unaffected  by  this  transfer.  The  moneys  so  transferred  shall 
be  available  for  the  settlement,  in  such  manner  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  direct,  of  obligations  outstanding  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer. 

Office  of  Expeeiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PIJEETO  EICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Kico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural 
experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S. 
C.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act, 
the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  IT.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
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1925  (7  U.  S.  0.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  ap- 
])roved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g) ,  $2,661,268, 
none  of  which  shall  he  available  for  Alaska;  Hawaii,  the 
Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U,  S.  0.  386-386h), 
extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Bico,  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (70  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  Puerto  Eico,  $90,000 ;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Eico,  $7,161,268. 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States :  P or  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$197,525  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928, 
March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts  amenda¬ 
tory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383, 
386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  adimnistration  and  for  the 
administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment  station  in 
Puerto  Eico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe 
the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under  the 
above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of 
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1  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the 

2  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of  the  Department 

3  in  similar  lin^s,  and  make  report  thereon  to  Congress. 

4  Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Eico:  For  expenses 

5  necessary  to  estal)lish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment 

6  station  in  Puerto  Eico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration, 
'7  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 

8  Bueeaij  of  Animal  Industry 

9  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

19  For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 

11  $1,059,000  for  departmental  personal  services  in  the  Dis- 

12  trict  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 

18  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and 
14  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  live¬ 
ly  stock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur- 

19  bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

II  Animal  hushandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 

18  in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 

19  breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 

29  (b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz- 

21  ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 

22  of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod- 
88  nets,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

24  Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 


22 


1  diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 

2  serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

3  Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 

4  control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 

5  paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 

6  disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 

7  money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 

8  owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supple- 

9  mentary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 

10  or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place, 

11  nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation 

12  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspec- 

13  tion  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall 

14  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or 

15  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered 

16  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered :  Provided  further,  That 

17  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  com- 

18  pensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  ex- 

19  ceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value 

20  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage  thereof;  that  no 

21  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount  paid  or  to  be 

22  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and  municipality  where 

23  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no  case  shall 

24  any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 

25  amwal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 
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Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the 
inspection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102)  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522),  and  the  in¬ 
spection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,197. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws 
relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products, 
$5,000,000,  for  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
as  a  working  capital  fund,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  to 
be  designated  as  the  ‘Aleat  inspection  fund”,  which  shall 
be  available  for  all  expenses  necessary  to  furnish  an  ade¬ 
quate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service,  and  hereafter  every 
person,  firm,  public  agency,  or  other  organization  furnished 
inspection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including  inspection 
of  meat  and  meat-food  products  offered  for  import  or  export 
and  the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products, 
shall  pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance  with 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
at  rates  and  fees  to  he  fixed  by  him,  wffilch  payments,  to  be 
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1  deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full 

2  reimbursement  for  the  estimated  cost  attributable  to  the 

3  furnishing  of  such  inspection  or  service,  including  scientific 

4  and  technical  investigations  and  laborator}^  services;  investi- 

5  gations  relating  to  violations  of,  and  authorized  exemptions 

6  under,  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection;  super- 

7  visory,  administrative,  statistical,  business  management,  and 

8  other  costs;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

9  and  elsewhere,  without  regard  to  section  607  of  the  Federal 

10  Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent  in  the  District 

11  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger 

12  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 

13  of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and  certificates  as  authorized 

14  by  the  Act  of  September '21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.,  431)  ; 

15  and  other  necessary  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  Secretai'y 
10  of  Agriculture  may  require  advance  payment,  posting  of 
1"^  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  pa3^ment,  in  order  to  protect  the 
IS  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  with- 
10  draw  such  inspection  or  service  for  nonpayment  of  charges 

20  or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  required  assurance  of  pay- 

21  ment:  Provided  further,  That  inspection  or  other  technical 

22  services  may  be  rendered  to  Government  and  other  public 

23  agencies,  upon  request,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  herein 

24  provided:  Provided  further.  That  a  schedule  of  obligations 

25  and  reimbursements  of  the  meat-inspection  fund,  as  of  the 
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close  of  tlie  last  completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for 
tlie  current  and  ensuing’  fiscal  years,  shall  be  included  in  the 
Budget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annually:  And  provided 
further,  That  payments  shall  be  made  for  inspection  or  service 
rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  ap])roved  llarch  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) , 
regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu- 
% 

factured  in  the  TJiited  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $290,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  l)y  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May 
12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  appropriations  are  herein  made  to  carry  into 
effect  sections  56  to  60,  indusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OE  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHER 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot- 
H.  B.  3601 - 4 
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1  and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia, 

2  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or 

3  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 

4  including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 

5  future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poul- 

6  try)  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated 

7  by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and 

8  irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar 

9  circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 

10  quarantine  regulations,  $100,000,  together  with  such  sums 

11  from  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary 

12  may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency 

13  which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  mdustry  of  the  coun- 

14  try:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 

15  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat, 

16  egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  hut  in  case  of  ap- 

17  praisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any 

18  such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production, 

19  or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emer- 

20  gency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the 

21  United  States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not 

22  exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements :  Provided  further, 

23  That  poultry  may  he  appraised  in  groups  wUen  the  basis  for 

24  appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird.  , 
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1  Bueeau  of  Dairy  Industry 

2  Salaries  and  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses,  including 

3  not  to  exceed  $500,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 

4  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 

5  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404),  including  investiga- 
C  tions,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  industry, 

7  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May 

8  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  relating  to  process  or 

9  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946 

10  (Public  Law  427) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S. 

11  C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation  of  process 

12  or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

13  For  repair  of  buildings,  fence,  electric  line  and  feed 

14  bunk,  recently  damaged  by  tornado  at  the  dairy  field  station, 

15  Woodward,  Oklahoma,  $5,300. 

16  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

17  Engineering 

18  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

19  For  expenses  necessaiy  for  investigations,  experiments, 

20  and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 

21  improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus- 

22  tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 

23  of  engineering  principles  to  agricultm'e ;  plant  diseases, 

24  including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
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control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processi  ig,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 
possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ¬ 
ing  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing 
in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums, 
soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide, 
and  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  surplus  with¬ 
out  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 
by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  per¬ 
mit  from  the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels 
of  land,  totaling  in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres, 
situated  at  Chapman  Field  Military  Eeservation,  Dade 
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County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement  cost)  at  approxi¬ 
mately  $7,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $359,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and.  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural 
use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irri¬ 
gated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by 
cro})s;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,391,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  includ¬ 
ing  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanita¬ 
tion,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their  appur¬ 
tenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building  plans 
and  specifications ;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineering 
problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $637,000. 
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National  Arboretum :  Eor  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  IJ.  S.  0. 
191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council, 
$436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $350,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  acquisition  of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed 
$2,500  may  he  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) . 

Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Station:  For  replacement 
and  repair  of  buildings,  equipment  and  supplies,  utilities, 
fences  and  other  general  repairs  and  clean-up  operations 
from  damages  due  to  the  recent  tornado  at  Woodward, 
Oklahoma,  $45,600. 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 
of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to  agri¬ 
culture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
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ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7 
U.  S.  C.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  authorizing  the 
eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven, 
and  not  to  exceed  $692,000  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

Insect  investigations:  Por  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in¬ 
vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 
of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange 
with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other 
arthropods ;  for  developing  methods,  equipment,  and  appara¬ 
tus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradica¬ 
tion  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  and  for 
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investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including  methods 
of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their  applica¬ 
tion,  $2,961,300. 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control:  For  carrying  out  oper¬ 
ations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre-  ^ 
vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 
weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths, 
Dutch  elm  disease,  phon}"  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal 
rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Tluirheria  weevil,  including  the 
enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation  with 
States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 
Quarantme  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0. 
151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton- 
free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 
of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  February 
8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 
plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the 
interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been 
transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  quarantine 
laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  In¬ 
spection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  166) ,  $2,697,100:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  tliis  appropriation  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  cost  or 
value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property 
injured  or  destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
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expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State 
until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accom¬ 
plish  this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or 
sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  ap¬ 
propriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 
local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
accomplishment  of  this  purpose :  Provided  further,  That  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the 
Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  re¬ 
moval  and  destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal  lands  suffering 
from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such 
removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate 
for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  ])rogram,  nor  until  a  sum  or 
sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  ap¬ 
propriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or 
local  authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  organizations  con¬ 
cerned:  Provided,  however.  That  expenditures  incurred  for 
removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non- 
Federal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the 
removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm 
disease  except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property 
H.  R.  3601 - 5 
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owned  or  controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
or  on  property  included  within  local  experimental  control 
areas. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7  U.  S.  C. 
141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  C. 
149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they 
pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement 
of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended, 
and  for  inspection  and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  prod¬ 
ucts  to  meet  the  sanitary  requirements  of  foreign  countries, 
as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(7  U.  S.  0.  147a),  $2,000,000. 

CONTEOL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND 

PLANT  DISEASES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
148-148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
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and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 
employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000. 

Bueeau  of  Ageicultueal  and  Industeial  Chemistey 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  investigations :  For  conducting  the 
investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  May  15,  1862 
(5  U.  S.  C.  51 1,  512) ,  relating  to  the  application  of  chem¬ 
istry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical,  physical, 
microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds, 
drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the  physiological 
effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  products 
and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of 
methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for 
such  purposes;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the 
utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for  frozen  pack 
investigations;  $511,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry,  from 
Government  surplus  without  compensation  therefor,  a  cer- 
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1  tain  parcel  of  real  property  of  approximately  one  acre  (con- 

2  sistino;  of  lots  37  and  38  of  Deal  and  Kreiser  Subdivision, 

3  and  lots  24  and  25  of  tract  728  in  the  city  of  Pasadena, 

4  California) ,  valued  at  approximately  $15,800. 

5  Naval-stores  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of 

6  naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 

7  the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  im- 

8  proved  equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval 

9  stores;  and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation, 

10  and  utilization  of  naval  stores ;  $152,550. 

11  Eegional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re 

12  searches  estabhshed  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
18  to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 

14  ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292) ,  including  research  on 

15  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 

16  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity 

17  and  equipment  storage  building  at  the  Western  Eegional 

18  Eesearch  Laboratory  located  at  Albany,  California. 

19  Bueeau  of  Human  Nuteition  and  Home  Economics 

20  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ- 

21  ing  not  to  exceed  $381,700  for  personal  services  in  the 

22  District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the  rela- 

23  tive  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for  food, 

24  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special  suggestions 
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of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  in¬ 
vestigations,  including  housing  and  household  bu3dng,  as 
have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home, 
and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on  this  subject, 
$1,045,000. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  approved  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000, 
of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  for  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust 
on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United 
States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount 
to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for 
leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire  program, 
method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  confined  to, 
the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
State  and  privately  owned  lands. 


H.  R.  3601 - 6 
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FOREST  SERVICE 

SALAETES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,055,378  for  personal  services  in  the  Eistrict  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  emidoyment  pursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) ,  and  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  Distiict  of 
Columbia;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations  and 
report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
hunbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shah 
be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitahle  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces¬ 
sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and  of  con¬ 
necting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected, 
shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 
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building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which 
was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Eorest  Service  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  build¬ 
ing  as  certified  by  the  Secretar}^;  to  protect,  administer,  and 
improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 
other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil 
waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  w'ater;  to 
ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national 
forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to 
stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate, 
digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 
investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “National 
forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed 
$50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire  cooperation” 
may  be  transferred  to.  the  appropriation  “Printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest  fire  prevention 
posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000 
per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Eeserva- 
tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 
March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514),  $650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
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administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nurseiy  stock  by  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 
care  of  plantations  and  3a)ung  growth;  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro¬ 
tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ¬ 
ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct 
purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  im¬ 
provements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not 
to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment, 
and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ; 
control  of  destructive  forest  tree  diseases  and  insects ; 
timber  cultural  operations ;  development  and  application 
of  fish  and  game  management  plans;  propagation  and 
transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
arid  portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and 
appraising  of  timber  and  other  resources  and  development 
and  application  of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale, 
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and  use;  examination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal 
of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law 
and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests 
that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under 
the  x4ct  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912 
(16  U.  S.  C.  506-509) ,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of 
water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$23,764,891,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  admin¬ 
istration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes. 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meet¬ 
ing  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581, 
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1  581a,  581f-581i),  including;  the  construction  and  mainte- 

2  nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

3  Eorest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  sil- 

4  vicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 

5  experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investi- 

6  gations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 

7  management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7, 

V 

8  at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 

9  $2,475,000. 

10  Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 

11  of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 

12  Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,000,000,  of  which  at  least 

13  $11,050  shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the  utilization  of 

14  waste  woods. 

15  Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 

16  survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 

17  under  section  10,  $572,000. 

18  FOEEST-FIEE  COOPEEATION 

19  For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  ap- 

20  propriate  agencies  in  forcsi-fire  prevention  and  suppression 

21  and  the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accord- 

22  ance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  1 ,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 

23  approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  564-570) , 

24  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall  be  avail- 

25  able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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FAEM  AND  OTHEE  PEIVATE  FOEESTEY  COOPEEATION 
To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
advise  timherland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  indus¬ 
tries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest 
management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to 
States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained- 
yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber  resources, 
the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabilization  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries,  and 
to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department 
as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm 
Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) , 
(not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections 
4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766) 
of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  0.  567-568) , 
and  Acts  supplementary  thereto ;  in  all,  not  to  exceed 
$809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  pur¬ 
chase  of  necessar}^  buildings,  and  other  improvements: 
Provided,  That  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to  acquire 
land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 
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ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOE  NATIONAL  FOEESTS 

Under  Week’s  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to  he 
available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of  any 
lands  acquired. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  origi¬ 
nating  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following 
national  forests,  in  accordance  witli  the  provisions  of  the 
following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest 
receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National 
Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  iVugust  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 
as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act 
of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505) ,  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of 
June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589) ,  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
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1  Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 

2  $35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

3  FOKEST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

4  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 

5  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 

6  November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 

^  23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte- 
S  nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
9  Service  administration,  (1)  $10,000,000  for  forest  develop- 

ment  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,300,000  for  forest  high¬ 
ly  ways,  which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by 
the  Act  of  December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all, 
$15,300,000  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  per¬ 
il  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ) ,  to  be  imrne- 

15  diately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 

16  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the 
11  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings 
1^  necessary  for  the  storage  and  rejiair  of  equipment  and 
1^  supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  main- 

20  tenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased,  - 

21  altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 

22  exceed  $10,000,  witli  the  exception  that  any  building 
25  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 

$10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
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1  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 

2  such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

3  FLOOD  CONTEOL 

4  Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 

5  with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as 

6  amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examina- 

7  tions  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 

8  $500,000,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

9  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  avail- 

10  able  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be  merged  the  un- 

11  expended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  trans- 

12  ferred  to  the  Department  for  flood  control  purposes :  Provided, 

13  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of 

14  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  with¬ 
in  out  specific  approval  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of 
4^  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated:  Provided 
47  further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947 
4^  and  1948  for  works  of  improvement  on  individual  watersheds 
49  shall  be  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Depart- 
29  ment’s  Budget  justifications  to  the  House  Appropriations 
24  Committee  and  shall  not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be 
22  necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available 
24  prior  year  balances. 
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SOIL  CONSEKVATIO?!  SEEVICE 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  0.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and 
soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$838,500  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  pennanent  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed 
$2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in  conjunction 
with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes  and  except  for 
eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That  no  money 
appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  :  Provided  further.  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where 
the  State  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized 
to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of 
its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  con¬ 
servation  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 


1 

o 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


48 


district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 
as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  Eor  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 
erosion,  soil  and  mositure  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 
logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 
regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 
Everglades  region  of  Elorida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Elorida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  water¬ 
sheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $673,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations :  Eor  carrying  out  preventive 
measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 
siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement  of  farm 
irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and  operation 
of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conservation  plans 
and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 
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1  LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  EETIREMENT  OE 

2  SUBMAEGINAL  LAND 

3  Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 

4  title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 

5  July  22,  1937  (7  IT.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 

6  of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 

7  Seventy-ninth  Congress) ,  including  personal  services  in  the 

8  District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 

9  PEODUCTION  AND  MAEKETING 

10  ADMINISTEATION 

11  Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

12  Eesources 

13  For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 

14  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive, 

15  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Dome^stic  Allotment  Act,  ap- 

16  proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g- 

17  590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 

18  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except 

19  the  provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 

20  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V ) ,  including  personal  serv- 

21  ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for 

22  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  dis- 

23  plays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the 

24  United  States;  $165,614,290,  to  remain  available  until  De- 

25  cember  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said 
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provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  Eebruary  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947, 
inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $15,000,000  of  ' 
the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be  available  i 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  but 
not  more  than  $1,950,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  ap¬ 
propriation  account,  ‘‘Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  ; 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  , 
That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  shall  be  made  upon  the  i 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  he  in  such  j 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  , 
the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with 
aU  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and 
that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March 
4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further. 
That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available 
for  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order  (N’o.  9069)  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
State  or  county  information  employees,  hut  this  shall  not 
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1  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  informa- 

2  tion  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further,  That  no  funds 

3  shall  be  available  for  salaries  or  other  administrative  expenses 

4  in  connection  with  the  formulation  or  administration  of  any 

5  1948  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water- 

6  conservation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936, 

7  as  amended,  or  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 

8  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  except  those  pertaining  to  market- 

9  ing  quotas  under  the  latter  Act:  Provided  further,  That  the 

10  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer 

11  to  the  General  Accounting  Ofiice  such  sums  as  may  be  neces- 

12  sary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in  auditing 

13  payments  under  this  item:  Provided  further.  That  such 

14  amount  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  ferti- 

15  lizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any 

16  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agri- 

17  cultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 

18  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  program 

19  under  said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended:  Provided 

20  further.  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make 

21  payments  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  con- 

22  ditions  of  the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated 

23  pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conserva- 

24  tion  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre- 

25  tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
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1  forces  of  tlie  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were 

2  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 

3  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri- 

4  ation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation, 

5  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobhgated 

6  balance  of  the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  Use 

7  of  Agricultural  Land  Kesources”,  in  the  Department  of 

8  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further, 

9  That  an  application  for  pa3mient  on  the  prescribed  form  is 
16  filed  by  any  such  farmer  ( or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in 

11  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer 

12  under  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the 

13  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7 

14  ^  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)  )  within  one  year  from  the 

15  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  December 

16  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  Provided  further,  That 

17  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or 

18  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting 

19  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal 

20  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any 

21  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled 

22  ‘‘An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”,  approved 

23  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in 

24  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of 

25  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or 
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1  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of 

I  I 

'  2  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  personal  services 

3  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a 

( 

'  4  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 

!  5  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Mem- 

I  6  her  or  through  the  proper  official  channels:  Provided 

t 

1  ! 

'I  T  further,  That  where  farmer  participation  in  the  program 

,  j 

i  8  in  any  State,  region,  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  the  full 

[  9  amount  of  the  money  apportioned  thereto  any  such  sum  or 

|i 

!l  TO  sums  in  excess  of  such  requirement  sliall  be  reapportioned  to 
\\  11  States,  regions,  or  areas  whose  original  ap])ortionments  have 

ii  12  not  been  sufficient  to  meet  such  re(pnrements. 

I  13  SuGAE  Act 

^1  14  To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro- 

I 

j  15  visions,  other  than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Philippine 
^  16  Islands,  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  XT.  S.  C. 

17  1100-1183),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

I 

j  18  Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 
i  19  1949:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  transfers) 

20  from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  pa^^ments  to  sugar 

21  producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115. 

I 

!  22  National  School  Lhncii  Act 

23  To  enable  the  Secretaiy  to  carry  out  the  provisions 

24  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 

^  25  Law  396),  $45,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this 
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appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching  funds  from  sources 
within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches. 

Administeation  of  Ageicultueal  Maeketing 
Ageeements  and  Oedees 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
administer  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $525,300. 

Maeketing  Seevices 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
211,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in 
conducting  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations, 
as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quahty,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
and  poultry  products,  fruits  and  vegetables,  peanuts  and  their 
products,  grain,  hay,  feeds,  cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other 
agricultural  products,  $1,527,500. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tions  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers 
and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition 
of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw, 
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■  1  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any  product  con- 

2  taining  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative  thereof  when 

3  offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received  at  such  im- 

4  portant  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from  time  to 

5  time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be  conveniently 
i  6  reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 

7  prescribe,  including  pa5mient  of  such  fees  as  will  be  rea- 
•'  8  sonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the 

9  service  rendered,  $712,000. 

t  10  Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
,  11  among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
^  12  relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
.  13  grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 

14  storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 

15  the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform  stand- 

16  ards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 

17  throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber  as 

18  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) ,  and 

19  for  liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition 

20  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agen- 

21  cies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur- 

22  suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 

23  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  541b),  as  amended  by 
21  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law 
25  600),  and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and 
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other  necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away 
from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing 
and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 
$1,000,000:  Provided,  That  the  Secretar}^  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department 
such  amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  he  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is 
made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation 
items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  0.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516), 
$1,552,000. 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
approved  June  10,  1930,  as  amended  (7  D.  S.  C.  499a- 
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49 9r) ,  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping 
of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  U.  S.  C. 
491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August 
31,  1916,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  and  the 
Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and 
splint  baskets  for  fruit  and  vegetables,  approved  May  21, 
1928  (15  U.  S.  C.  257-257i) ,  $294,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Eutures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chapter 
14  of  the  Internal  Bevenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 
(26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935) ,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved 
March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65) ,  $1,399,000. 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act:  To  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act, 
$1,128,000. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  cany  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

Federal  Seed  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 
seeds;  to  require  labeling  and  to  prevent  misrepresentation 
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of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce;  and  to  require  certain 
standards  with  respect  to  certain  imported  seeds,  approved 
August  9,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1561- 
1610),  $152,500:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of 
this  amount  may  be  used  for  meeting  the  share  of  the  United 
States  in  the  expenses  of  the  International  Seed  Testing 
Congress. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August 
15,  1921,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

Uaval  Stores  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Naval  Stores  Act  of  March  3,  1923  (7  U.  S.  C. 
91-99),  $41,000, 

Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  0.  121-134),  for 
preventing  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  adul¬ 
terated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead  arsenates,  other 
insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating  traffic 
therein,  $293,500. 

Freight  rates  for  farm  products:  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1291) , 
$138,000. 
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COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHOEITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary 
to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a),  including 
not  to  exceed  $141,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

EAEMEES’  HOME  ADMIXISTEATION 
Eor  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Earm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and 
Public  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 
Loans:  For  loans  under  title  II,  $60,000,000. 
Mortgage  insurance  fund:  Eor  the  estabhshment  of  the 
farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I, 
$1,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  the  making  and  servicing 
of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation 
of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$18,000,000. 
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All  riglits,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Eeconstriiction  Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricid- 
ture  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm 
tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Axipropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropriations 
and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close 
of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  tu 
receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  aU  notes  and  other 
evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes 
of  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due 
and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the 
time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30, 
1947,  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no 
further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary 
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of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of 
the  sums  which  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Eepayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 
WATEE  FACILITIES,  AEID  AND  SEMIAEID 

AEEAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 
storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  $1,750,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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1  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

2  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri- 

3  fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 

4  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  as  follows: 

5  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  in- 

6  eluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 

7  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 

8  financial  and  credit  reports,  $4,000,000. 

9  Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and 

10  5  of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 

11  7  thereof,  $225,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  tlie  Secretary 

12  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 

13  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

14  Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 

15  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 

16  901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

II  “Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 

18  authorized  and  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 

19  upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
20^  ture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year 

21  commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 

22  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  be 

23  necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest 

24  per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections 

25  4  and  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
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determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Eural 
Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  ISTumhered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947, 
shall  be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  in¬ 
curred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturit}^ 
of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 
wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installation  of 
electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not 
exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to 
make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments, 
and  to  do  all  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to 
effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  providing  for  the 
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holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 
Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising-  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Administrator  are,  as 
of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author-  i 
ized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30, 
1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all 
loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest, 
theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  aU  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and 
all  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasuiy  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or 
in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so 
transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
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hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Eeconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  3  (a), 
any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been 
authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For 
the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Administrator,  Eepayments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  he 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

‘‘Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall 
be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans 
made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Eeconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the 
payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator 
shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


66 


EAEM  CEEDIT  ADMINISTEATION 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  necessary  expenses  incliicling  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia ;  printing  and  binding ;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members 
of  organizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or 
transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals  and  news¬ 
papers;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
which  issue  publications  to  meml)ers  only  or  to  members  at  a 
lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may 
be  made  in  advance  ;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12 
U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere ;  garage  rental 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  payment  of  actual  transportation 
and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  in  heu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving,  while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the 
United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Farm  Credit 

Administration,  except  that  such  expenditm'es  shall  not  ex- 

• 

ceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations,  banks,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or  regulated  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration;  in  all,  $561,000. 
Collections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act 
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of  1944  (12  U.  S.  0.  832),  are  hereby  made  available  to 
reimburse  this  appropriation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and 
supervising  the  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  other 
organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpo- 
ration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such  loan 
or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  thereto¬ 
fore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  re¬ 
payment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
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of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit 
association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the 
Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  trans¬ 
lators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emer¬ 
gency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 
for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employment 
under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Poreign  Agricul¬ 
tural  Belations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act 
of  August  8,  1946  (Public  Law  658) . 
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1  Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to 

2  the  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 

3  appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 

4  fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims 

5  pursuant  to  part  2  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  August 

6  2,1946  (Public  Lavv^  601 ) . 

7  Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 

8  this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any 

9  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 

10  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 

11  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike 

12  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  ad- 

13  vocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 

14  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  bv 

•/ 

15  force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof 

16  an  afiidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evidence  that 
II  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the 

18  provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the 

19  Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an 

20  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 

21  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 

22  that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 
2?  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
2^  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 
25  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory 
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employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  designated  for  the 
purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  by 
this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 
is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 
that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence 
and  accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which 
are  paid  from  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the 
above  penalty  clause  shall  he  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person  employed 
for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work  in¬ 
volving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such 
persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered 
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1  in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  con- 

2  templated  by  this  section. 

3  Sec.  8.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  '‘Department  of 
4  4  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948”. 

5  TITLE  II— GOVEENMENT  COEPOEATIONS 

6  Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of 

7  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
3  the  Eederal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal 

,  ^  year,  namely: 

[  Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 

i  expenses,  $1,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
13  newspapers. 

13  Subscriptions  to  capital  stock.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

i 

14  Corporation:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 

15  subscribe  and  pay  for  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop 

16  Insurance  Corporation,  as  provided  in  section  504  of 
'  17  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1504), 

'  18  $10,000,000. 

19  Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  au- 

20  thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of 

21  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  cor- 

I 

22  poration  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts 

23  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations 

24  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation 
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1  Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs 

2  set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each 

3  such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

4  Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 

5  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 

6  Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 

7  authorized  by  law :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 

8  $8,450,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  of 

9  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  periodicals, 
maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 

11  penalty  mail:  Provided  further,  That  all  necessary  expenses 

12  (including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 

13  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 

11  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance, 
15  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  persoiifil  property 
Id  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
1"^  including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall 
13  be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 
1^  hereof.  '  ' 

2d  '  r ederal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation :  Provided,  That  no 

21  part  of  the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  of  this  title 

22  shall  be  used  for  any  crop  insurance  operations  other  than 

23  the  continuation  of  the  trial  crop  insurance  program,  as 
21  authorized,  and  expenses  necessary-  in  the  liquidation  of 
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insurance  contracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  crops  of  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax. 

Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 
specified  under  the  head  ‘‘General  provisions”  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  ap- 
phcable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  III— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  section  32,  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  Numbered  320,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved 
August  24,  1935,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition 
612  (c)),  not  more  than  $40,000,000  shall  be  available 
during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  for  use  in 
effectuating  the  purposes  of  that  Act.  The  remainder  of 
the  fund  appropriated  by  said  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
is  hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1,  1947,  and  shall  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  thereafter. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  May  28,  1947. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk, 


w 

(T> 

23 

Cu 


P 

3 

04 


> 

*-i 

o 

•-S 


o 

D 

03 


10 

o 


(T> 

(JQ 


fD 

04 

p 

tt- 

hj 

W 


3- 

o  r 

10 

O  ^ 
o  ^ 

B  M 

3  O 

2. 

CD 


O 

3 


^  f— r- 


13  o 

Hb 


> 

2 

> 

n 

H 


X 

P 

CO 

o 

o 


>  • 


I* 


t 


*> 


t 


i 

(» 


I 


t 


K  • 


h 


I 


1 


*.  •  .  M  » 

■ ,  -.  r  '!  .  < 


,  » 


"  % 


■x< 


\ 


\ 


t»* 


7 


.  .a 


•  ■  r"  ■  ■> ' 


.  V 


V  ; 


H-v 


\ 


i 


I 


,  ■  ■ 

1.  L 


. f 


OF 


ST 


CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 


OFFICE  OE  BUDGET  AUD  EINANCE 
Division  of  Legislative  Reports 
(Eor  Department  staff  only) 


OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Issued  July  l4,  1947 
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ItlGIlLIGHTS:  Senate  committe^reported  agriculture,!  appr^^oriation  billo  Dill  to  con¬ 
tinue  export- control,  allocat^ns,  and  piriorities  powers  ready  for  President,  House, 
passed  bill  to  amend  and  oxten^Sugar  Act-»  Rep.  Cooley  discussed  bill  to  transfer 
'SCS  functions  to  Stateso  House  ^ceived  appropri^ion  estima.te  for  Remount  Service. 
Sen.  Thy  e .  submit  ted  resolution  forS^arm-prograry^tudy.  House  committee  reported 
bill  to  extend  SCS,  AGP,  FHA  program^  to.  Virg^i  Islands.  Sena,te  debated  tax-rcduc- 
tion  bill.  House  committee  approved  ^11  s  yf  p)rovide  for  wool-price  supports  and  to 
pnend  peanut- quota  provisions. 

SEHAT/\.  July  11  ___  _ _ _ _ 

1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  DILLo  The  Appropriations .  Committee  reported  with 
amendments  this  bill,  H,  R.  3601  (S.  Rept.  474) (p.  SS30).  Por  suj.imary  of  Com¬ 
mittee  changes,  see  statement  at  end  of  this  Digest, 


2. 


ffilip'lilTDEHT  OFFICES  APPEDpRlATlOlT  DILLa  The  Appear  iationsCommit  tee  reported 
with  amendments  this  bill,  H,  R,  3<^39  Rept,  4f^(pn  SS3C)'>  Committee 

^  added  $^^00,000  for  tlie  Office  of  Government  Report^  $25 ,000,000  for  the  Nar 
Assets  Administration,  $50,000  for  the  Council  of  Economic  A.dvisers,  and 
$75,000,000  for  tj^'  Atomic  Energy  Commission-,  Regard!^  che  Office  of  Govern- 
■^mont  Reports,  tb6  Committee  report .  states;  "This  amount ''^11  allow  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  aa^cy  on  a  restricted  basis*  The  Committee  iVof  the  opinion 
that  this  agency  ha,s  overexpanded*  © »  A  limitation  of  $7 , 5Q0  year  has  been 
^placed  oxi  salaries  of  personnel  of.  the  agency*  The  commiv^c  examined 
sala.t-ie3y)^csently  in  effect  and  it  is  the  opinion,  that  for  thoytypo  of  work 
perfori^^,  the  limitation  is  justlfiedo” 


flCERS.  Doth  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H*  R*  3647y  to  con- 
-e  export-control j  allocation^,  and  priorities  powers  on  a  restric  t^  basis 
pp,  8"g4l-3,  SSSj-STt,  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President*  \ 

PURCHASING*  E.eceivGd  the  GAO  report  under  the  Contract  Settlement  Act  of  19^ 
(So  Doco  75) (p*  SS29)o  4 


STATISTICS.  The  Civil  Service  Committee,  reported  with  ^endments  S*  1^7»  J 
\  amend  the  act  ■, authorizing  the  Census  Bureau  to  collect  and  publish  statistijjf' 

'  .  of  cottonseed  and  its  products  (S,  Kept.  4Sl)(p,  SS30) 

6s  The  Civil  Service  Committee  rqoorted  with  amendments  S»  4l6,/^o  ex-i 

tenK  veterans  preference  to  widowed  mothers  of  certain  ex-servicemen  yto  RpptJ! 

.  UsoKx.  sSoT. 

7»  PATMTS«  ''■^The  Judiciary  Committee  reported  v;ithout  amendment  Ho  So^95^»  t-o  ex¬ 
tend  tempivgrarily  the  time  for  filing  applications  for  patents  a^  for  taking 
action  in '^he  Patent  Office  with  respect  thereto  ( S.  Kept*  5p2Xpo  .S^3o)  • 

\ 

S.  PHBLIC-WCEKS  L^^HSo  The  Banking  ani  Ourpency  Committee  repoj^ed  without  amend¬ 
ment  ’14S7»  t\  remove  restrictions  on  loans  "by  Pederal  ^encies  to  finance 
construction  of  Certain  public  works  (S,  Rept.  504)(pt,  S^6)o 

9«  CONSUMER  CEEDIT.  The. .Banking  and.  Currenpj’’  Committee  r^orted  an  original  mea¬ 
sure,  S,  Je  Res.'  l4S,  to  authorize  temporary  co  ntini^ation  of  regulation  of 
.  consumer  credit  (So  Rep’^.  475)  (p*  oS30% 

10.  TAZATIOH,  Debated  H.  R.  ^^^pO,  the'  t'a3^reductioj/bill  (pp.  SS33-S,  8644-63). 

11.  PLOOD  COHTROL.  Sen.  ^Vherry, ''^Tebr’oV  spoke  in/^vor  of  additional  flood-control 

activities,  discussing  flood  tS^mage.  to  farsl  lands  (pp.  8838-9)*' 

12.  MIRY  INDUSTRY.  Sen.  Longer,  tfek.,  cjaticized  activities  of  the  Rational 

Dairy  Products  Corp#  (pp.  8865-78%  / 

13 o ,  PDRSORiTEIi 0  A  Civil  Service  Subcomm^^%e  approved  v/ithout  amentoent  S.  1188, 

establishing  retention  preference/'teg;I51ations  to  employees  permanently  injured 
in  line  of  duty,  in  making  reductfions  i%Government  forces  (p.  D52O). 

4oU^  -  July '^l 


l4o  SUG.AR0  Passed  with  amendne^  H,  R.  4d75,  to  a%nd  and  extend  the  Sugar  Act  of. 
1937  (pp®  8888-902)0  Agpced  to  an  anondnont  b^\Repi»  Murray,  Wiso,  to  continue 
requirements  for  paymenj  of  fair  wages  on  a  modi%.ed  basis  (ppf  8SS8-92), 
Rejected  amendments  tq/pontinue  the  Act  for  1  yeaAorlLy,  to  increase  the  domes 
tic  quota  to  5s 268(000  tons,  to  protect  Puerto  Ric(Af efineries.  Rejected, 
47-101,  a  motion  bv/Repe  Plannagan,  Tao,  to  .recommi.t ''toe  bill  with,  instruction 
that  the  Committed  report  it  in  a  form  continuing  the  Act  for  1  year  and  pro¬ 
viding  for  reail/cabion  of  any  of  the  1948  Philippine  d%icit  in  accordance 
.  with  the  provi^ons.of  H.  R.  4075  (?=  ^90?^),  \ 

15.  APPROPRIATIO^.  Rep.  Gathings,  Ark.,  spoke  in  favor  of  varioVs  increases  in 

the  agricu^ural  appropriation  bill,  particularly  for  soil  co%ervation  (p, 

.  0881) o 

16.  NAITAL  LPPROPRlATIoir  BILL.  Received  the  conference  report  on  this  bill,  H,  R. 

.  3493/<Pp,  ' 8881-4).  \ 

,/  .  \ 

Reps.  Johnson  of  Ind. ,  Tibbott,  Canfiel*^, 
'Griffiths,  Cannon,  Kirwan,  arxd  And.rev/s  of  Ala.  were  appointed  House  conf^ees 
)n  this  bill,  H.  R.  3993  (po.8902).  Senate  conferees  wer e . appo int ed  Jul;^''10. 

CCOaDIHA-TIOITo  Rep.  Cooley,  II.  C. ,  spoke  in  support  of.H.  R.  4l50  (sec  Digest 
131)  and  .explained  tha,t  it  provides  for  soil— conserva.tion  research  through  the 
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A&RICULTimAL  APFROFRIATIOIT  RILL,  iqUS 

The  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  reported  with  amendments  this 
Rill,  H.  R.  3^01  (S.  Rept . . •  Representatives  of  the  Department 
agencies  have  "been  advised  in  detail  of  the  Comm.ittee's  actions  on  the 
Rudget-  estimates*  •  Copies  of  the  hill,  report,  and  hearings  will  he 
distributed  as  soon  as  received,  pursuant  to  a  distribution  list  that 
has  already  been  worked  out  vlth  the  bureaus  and  offices.  Except  in 
case  of  unavoidable  em.ergency,  copies  should  be  obtained  through  the 
bureau  budget  offices  rather  than  from  this  office.  General  debate  on 
the  bill  is  expected  to  begin  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  toda,y.  (Uote. — 
For  the  latest  word  on  this  point,  please  call  B&F  on  Ext.  4654.)  Tak¬ 
ing  all  items  into  account,  namely,  direct  appropriations  in  the  bill, 
loan  authorizations,  and  permanent  appropriations,  the  Committee  Rill 
provides  a  grand  total  of  $1,048,266,136,  which. is  $200,664,l60  over 
the  House  Rill,  $140,305,182  less  that  the  Budget  estimate,  and 
$226,419,915  less  than  1947  amounts.  The  table  on  the  next  page  con¬ 
tains  a  summary  comparison  of  the  Committee  actions  with  the  House  Rill. 

Committee  actions  of  special  significance  include:  (l)  increase 
of  $92,385,710  over  the  House  Rill  for  AGRICULTUR-IL  COFSERYATION  PRO¬ 
GRAM  (amount  in  the  Bill,  $258,000,000);  (a)  increase  of  $12,500,000 
over  the  House  Bill  in  the  overall  limitation  oh  administrative  expenses 
for  this  program  (limitation  in  Sena,te  Bill  $27,500,000);  (b)  authorizes 
use  of  funds  for  formulation  and  administration  of  an  Agricultural  Con¬ 
servation  Program  for  the  1948  crop  year  in  the  amount  of  $150,000,000; 

(c)  Senate  Bill  urovides  that  pe-yments  to  farmers  \mder  the  1047  program 
may  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimant  that  he  has  carried 

out  the  conservation  practices  and  complied  with  all  other  requirements 
as  conditions  for  such  payment;  (2)  increase  of  $8,000,000  over  the 
House  Rill  in  SECTION  32  funds  for  Section  32  purposes  (amount  in 
Senate  Bill,  $48,000,000,  the  Budget  estimate);  (3)  increase  of 
$30,000,000  over  the  House  Bill  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT,  providing  a  total  of  $75,000,000  by  transfer 
from  Section  32  funds  in  lieu  of  the  direct  appropriation  of  $^5. 000, 000 
contained  in  the  House  Bill,  d.eleted  language  of  House  Bill  prohibiting 
consideration  of  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches  as  State  or 
local  contribution  for  matching  purposes;  (4)  increase  of  $500,000  for 
RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946  and  redistribution  of  the  total 
amount  of  $9,500,000  as  follows:  (a)  For  payments  to  States,  $2,500,000 
(House  Bill,  $3,000,000);  (b)  Fo  r  research  on  utilization  and  associated 
problems,  $3,000,000  (House  Bill,  $2,500,000);  (c)  For  cooperative  re¬ 
search  other  than  utilization  research,  $1,500,000  •('S-ame  as  House  Bill); 

(d)  marketing  research  and  service,  $2,500,000  (Hou-se  Bill,  $2,000,000); 
(Distribution  conforms  to  first  year  authorization  in  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act);  (5)  Restored  the  Budget  estimate  providing  for  a,n  appro¬ 
priation  of  $ll,l40,000  for  I'ffiAT  INSPECTION  and  deleted  language  in 
House  Bill  establishing  a  v'orking  capital  fund  of  $5,000,000  to  be  re¬ 
imbursed  from  fees  changed  to  packers;  (6)  Increase  of  $1,000,000  for 
FLOOD  CONTROL  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  in  the  water¬ 
sheds  of  the  Upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  rivers  and  their 
tributaries;  (7)  Provision  of  $20,000,000  for  FARM  TENANT  LOANS  for 
which  no  provision  was  made  in  the  House  Bill  (Budget  estimate, 
$35,000,000);  (8)  increase  of  $6,000,000  in  administrative  funds  for 
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FARI'IERS'  HOI'ffl  ADMINISTRATION  (House  Bill, 
^18,000,000);  (9)  increase  of  .$25,000,000, 
providing  the  total  Budget  estiinate  of 
$250,000,600  for  HURAL  ELECTRI^^I CATION 
LOANS  (Total) amount  to  he  horrovred  from 
U.  S.  Treasury);  (lO)  increase  of 
$1,000,000  in  administrative  funds  for 
REA  (House  Bill,  $4,000,000);  (ll)  in¬ 
crease  of  $4,000,000  in  the  administra¬ 
tive  funds  for  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION  and  addition  of  language 
restricting  the  crop  insurance  program 
for  19^8  and  subseauent  crop  years  to 
wheat,  flax,  and  five  additional  crops, 
including  corn,  tobacco,  a.nd  cotton  in 
a  limited  number  of  counties,  on  an  ex- 
'perimental  basis;  (l2)  Deleted  language 
inserted  by  House  pertaining  to  RESEARCH 
ON  AORI cultural  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA  and 
.inserted  new  language  providing  $100,000 
for  research  in  Alaska  in  cooperation 
with  the  Alaska  Experiment  Station;  (13) 
Inserted  new  Section  8  to  General  Pro - 
visions  of  Bill  providing  tha.t  limita¬ 
tions-  to  be  expended,  for  personal  ser¬ 
vices  under  aprjropriations  in  the  Act 
shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave 
payments. 


I 
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IV-TCRS4SES  OP.  DSCREA.SES  OVER  HOUSE  BILL  COM’AINED  IN  SEN.4.TE  CO^^ilTTEE  BILL 


Penalty  ira,il  . . . . . .  . . 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  . . 

Office  of  Solicitor  . . . . 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics' 

Economic  investigations  . . . . . . . 

Agricultural  Research  Administration; 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska . . 

Office  of  E.xperiment  Stations: 

Payments  to  States,  Hav^aii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico  . 


Bures-u  of  Animal  Industry; 

Meat  inspection  . .  +6,lU0,000 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act  ,  . . .  -t-50,000 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering: 

Forest  diseases  . . .  +20,000 

Soils,  fertilizers  and  irrigation  .  +100 , 000 


Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Pla.nt  Quarantine; 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control  ($250,000  for 
pink  hollv'orm  control  and  $100,000  for  Dutch- 

elm  disea.se)  . . . . . . 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Ho.me  Economics 


Forest  Service: 

National  forest  protection  a,nd  management  .  +250,000 

Forest  products  .  „.o  v .  +250,000 

Forest  resources  investigations  . . .  +250,000 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests  +250 , 000 

Forest  Roads  and  Trails; 

Forest  highways  . . .  +3 . 000 , 000 

.Forest  development  roads  . .  +1,000,000 

Flood  control  . . . . .  . . 

Soil  Conservation  Service; 

Soil  conservation  research . . . . 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration: 


Conservation  and  use  of  a,gricultural  land  resources  ... 
Exportation  a,nd  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural 

commodities  (for  Section  32  purposes )„... . . . 

National  School  I'unch  Act  (Total  provided  for  this 
A.ct  >  $75  >000- 000 >  made  available  from  IQ^S 

Sect  ion  32  funds )  . . . . 

Administration  of  agricultural  marketing  agreements 
and  orders  (Entire  item  deleted  in  vievr.  of 


restoration  of  Section  32  funds)  . 

Marketing  Services: 

Market  news  service  . . .  +3^ ,  750 

Market ing  farm  product s  .................  +100,000 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  . . . 

Farmers'  Home  Administration; 

Farm  t  ena.ncy  loans  . . . . .  +20 , 000 , 000 

Salaries  and  expenses  . . .  4 6,000, 000 


+$300,000 

+500,000 

+200,000 

+500,000 

-kU , qko 

+kk , Qko 

+6,190,000 

+120,000 

+350,000 

-2k5,000 


+1,000,000 

+U, 000, 000 
+1,000,000 

+750,000 

+92,335,710 

+3 , 000 , 000 

+30^000,000 

-525,300 

+132>750 

+4,000,000 

+26,000,000 
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Rural  Electrification  Administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses  .  +1,000,000 

Authorizations  to  "borrow  from  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury . . . +25  »QQ0»000 


Summary: 

Increase,  appropriations  . . 

Increase,  authorizations  to  "borrow  from  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury  . 

Decrease,  appropriations  . 


+26,000,000 


+$221,U79,U00 

+25,000,000 

-115,815,2^^0 

+200,66iiaS0 


'  '  '  ' 
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Senate 


\ 

The  Senate  met  at^g  o’clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  thei^recess. 

Rev.  Albert  Joseph  M^artney,  D.  D., 
minister  emeritus,  CovenaiH-Pirst  Pres- 
b5d;erian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C., 
offered  the  following  prayer;  'v 

O  Thou  who  hast  been  the  refuge  of 
our  fathers  through  many  generdtjons, 
be  Thou  our  refuge  in  every  time  and 'Cir¬ 
cumstance  of  need.  Be  our  guide  today 
as  we  seek  to  find  our  way  amongst  th^. 
dark  and  difficult  problems  that  confront 
our  Nation  “ere  our  footsteps  stumble 
on  the  twilight  hUls.”  Help  us  ever  to 
remember  that  the  steps  of  a  good  man 
are  ordered  of  the  Lord. 

So  we  ask  for  strength  and  wisdom  for 
this  day  according  to  the  promise,  “As 
thy  days  so  shall  thy  strength  be.”  But 
we  are  all  mere  men,  with  temptations 
and  cares  that  are  the  common  lot  of 
man.  If  any  amongst  us  this  day  are 
distressed  in  spirit,  or  burdened  with 
some  secret  anxiety,  or  if  some  sorrow 
has  mvaded  our  home  and  touched  the 
ones  we  love,  teach  us  how  to  “cast  thy 
burden  on  the  Lord  and  He  shall  sustain 
thee.”  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  White,  and  by  unan¬ 
imous  consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour¬ 
nal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  July 
10,  1947,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved.  y 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT—  y 
APPROVAL  OP  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  were  comigmiicated 
to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller^dne  of  his 
secretaries,  and  he  announced  that  on 
today,  July  11,  1947,  the.  President  had 
approved  and  signed  the  following  acts : 

S.  715.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
to  provide  annuities  lor  investigatory  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga¬ 
tion  who  have  rendered  at  least  20  years  of 
service; 

S.  723.  An,  act  to  authorize  the  preparation 
of  preliminary  plans  and  estimates  of  cost 
for  an  additional  office  building  lor  the  use 
of  the  United  States  Senate; 

S.fiSO.  An  act  to  amend  the  ^ct  entitled 
"An  act  to  define  the  area  of  the  United 
Itates  Capitol  Grounds,  to  regulate  the  use 


(.Legislative  day  of  Thursday,  July  10,  1947) 

thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,”  approved 
July  31,  1946;  and 

S.  1316.  An  act  to  establish  a  procedure  for 
facilitating  the  payment  of  certain  Govern¬ 
ment  checks,  and  for  other  purposes. 

MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Farrell,  its  enrolling 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  129)  to  provide  for 
"xthe  appropriate  commemoration  of  the 
6ne  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of, 
tlie,  establishment  of  the  seat,  of  the 
FedCTfil  Government  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3647)  to  extendhertain  powers  of 
the  President  unde^^ftle  III  of  the  Sec¬ 
ond  War  Powers 

ENROLl^  BILlS^IGNED 

The  messa^  further  announced  th^t 
the  SpeakmrTiad  affixed  his  ^nature  to 
the  enroll^  bill  (S.  564)  to  provide  for 
the  pej'formance  of  the  duties’-  of  the 
office.-Df  President  in  case  of  refnpval, 
resignation,  death,  or  inability  both,  of 
tb^  President  and  Vice  President,  and  it 
■was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore.N, 
TRANSACTION  OP  ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  following 
routine  business  was  transacted: 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 

Refund  op  Taxes  to  Certain  Mexican 
Railroad  -Workers 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans¬ 
mitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
provide  for  the  refund  of  the  taxes  deducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  from 
the  wages  of  Mexican  railroad  workers  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  United  States  under  the  agree¬ 
ment  of  April  29,  1943,  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  United  Mexican 
States,  and  for  other  purposes  (with  accom¬ 
panying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 


Report  op  General  Accounting  Office  Under 

Contract  Settlement  Act  op  1944  (S.  Doc. 

No.  75) 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to, 
law,  a  report  of  the  activities  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  under  section  16  of  the 
Contract,  Settlement  Act  of  1944  (with  ac¬ 
companying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiicary  and  ordered  to  be  printed  as 
a  Senate  document. 

Amendment  of  Social  Security  Act 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator  of 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  in  connection  with  the 
payment  of  postage  for  unemployment  com¬ 
pensation  mall  and  payments  to  the  States 
which  have  submitted  plans  under  title  I, 
rv,  V,  or  X  of  such  act,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  Capitol  Post,  No. 
1,  American  Legion,  Topeka,  Kans.,  in 
which  they  urge  the  passage  of  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill.  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  present  the  letter  for 
appropriate  reference  and  to  have  it 
printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  received,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  and  ordered  to  be 
'printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Capitol  Post,  No.  1, 

■  ^  American  Legion, 

V  Topeka,  Kans.,  July  5,  1947. 

Senator^RTHUR  Capper, 

SenafOk  Office  Building, 

■  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senawmi:  At  the  regular  post  mem¬ 
bership  meetingpf  July  3, 1947,  the  following 
resolution  was  adb^ed  by  Capitol  Post,  No.  1, 
American  Legion,  Timeka,  Kans. : 

“■Whereas  the  Ameniian  Legion  and  Capitol 
Post,  No.  1,  favor  a  program  of  national  se¬ 
curity  for  the  good  of  the  ^tion :  Now,  there¬ 
fore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  Capitol  Post,JiQ.  1,  That  the 
universal  military  training  bill  is  a  desirable 
and  necessary  part  of  the  progr^ls^  for  the 
security  and  defense  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  and  that  the  members  of  this  post 
individually  and  collectively  urge  the  paS^ge 
of  said  bUl  by  the  Congress;  be  it  further  \ 
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'Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
senti^o  the  Senators  and  Representatives 
from\^ansas. 

Very  truly  yours, 

W.  W.  Metzenthin, 


\ 


Commander. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 
\ 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted; 

j  appropriations  ; 

!  H.  R.  3601.  A  bill  making  appropriations 
}  fo;-  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 

L fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1948,  and  for  other 
purposes;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  474) . 

Tty  Mi-_.R.gF.TVi:rQm.  J-Jjo.  Committee  on  Ap-» 
proprlations ; 

H.  R.  3839.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  Executive  Oflice  and  sundry  inde¬ 
pendent  executive  bureaus,  boards,  commis¬ 
sions,  and  ofllces,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purpo^;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  475) .  \ 

By  Mr.  ECTON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Civil  Service : 

S.  1497.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  authorizing  the  Director  of  the  Cen-  ^ 
sus  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  cotton¬ 
seed  and  cottonseed  products,  and  for  other 
purposes,”  approved  August  7,  1916;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  481). 

By  Mr.  O’CONOR,  from  the  Committee 
on  Civil  Service; 

S.  416.  A  bill  to  extend  veterans  prefer¬ 
ence  benefits  to  widowed  mothers  of  certain 
ex-servicemen;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No. 
480). 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance ; 

S.  1014.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  Internal  revenue  collections  on  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  in  the  Virgin  Islands;  with 
an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  476) ; 

H.  R.  3818.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Insurance  Contributions  Act  with  respect  to 
rates  of  tax  on  employers  and  employees,  and 
for  other  purposes;  with  amendments  (Rept. 
No.  477) ; 

H.  R.  3961.  A  bill  to  provide  increases  in 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  Spanish- 
American  War  and  Civil  War  veterans  and 
their  dependents;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  478) ; 

H.  R.  4011.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1602  of 
the  Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  479);  and 
S.  Res.  141.  Resolution  authorizing  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  social-security  program; 
without  amendment;  and,  under  the  rule, 
the  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  and  Administration.  /" 
By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary:  ■> 

S.  84.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Cl&ton 
R.  Sharp;  with  an  amendment  (Re/t.  No. 
485) ; 

S.  167.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  M^.  Yoneko 
Nakaizawa;  with  an  amendment  "(Rept.  No. 
486); 

8. 185.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Abadia;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  487); 

S.  191.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Julian 
Uriarte;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  482) ; 

S.  316.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Sung- 
duk  Charr;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
483); 

S.  457.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Kong 
Mtei;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  484); 

S.  1579.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Damian 
Gandiaga;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  Na 
488); 

H.  R.  84.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Nationality 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  489); 

H.  R,'379.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kuo  Yu 
Cheng;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  490) ; 

H.  R.  436.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Edgar  Lapierre;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  491); 


H.  R.  653.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arsenio 
Acaclo  Lewis;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 

492) ; 

H.  R.  555.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Rita 
Saffron  Fidone;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  494); 

H.  R.  649.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Belaustegui;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 

493) ; 

H.  R.  710.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fritz  Hall- 
quist;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  495) ; 

H.  R.  1015.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred 
Plttelli;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  496) ; 

H.  R.  1176.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Elizabeth  Kempton  Bailey;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  497); 

H.  R.  1393.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Donna 
L.  I.  Carlisle;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  498); 

H.  R.  1493.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna 
Malama  Mark;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  499); 

H.  R.  1502.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herman 
Trahn;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  500) ; 

H.  R.  3149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  December  28,  1945  (Public‘Yiaw  271, 
79th  Cong.) ,  entitled  “An  act  to  expedite 
the  admission  to  the  United  States  of  alien 
spouses  and  alien  minor  children  of  citizen 
\members  of  the  United  States  armed  forces”;  / 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  501);  / 

H.  R.  3958.  A  bill  to  extend  temporary 
the'  time  for  filing  applications  for  patents 
and  for  taking  action  in  the  United  S<fates 
Patent  Office  with  respect  thereto;  T^hout 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  502);  and  y 
S.  Res.  187.  Resolution  to  mak^  an  in- 
vestlgatioi^pf  the  immigration  s^em;  with 
an  amendm^lt  (Rept.  No.  503 and,  under 
the  rule,  the  "f^solution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  A(^lnlstratlon. 

By  Mr.  SPARli^AN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency: 

S.  1487.  A  bill  to  remqve  restrictions  upon 
loans  by  Federal  a^tjjlcles  to  finance  the 
construction  of  certjkfn'^public  works;  with¬ 
out  amendment  604). 

TEMPORARY  Cp^NTINUATION  OP  REGU¬ 
LATION  OF/'  consumer'',  CREDIT— re¬ 
port  OF  A'boMMITTEE  \  ' 

Mr.  BI7£^K.  Mr.  Presiden^\from  the 
CommitJ<^e  on  Banking  and  C^irrency, 

I  ask  .unanimous  consent  to  re^rt  an 
original  joint  resolution  to  authorlZ^  the 
temporary  continuation  of  regulation  of 
consumer  credit,  and  I  submit  a  report 
/No.  473)  thereon. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  • 
was  received,  and  the  joint  resolution 
(S.  J.  Res.  148)  to  authorize  the  tem¬ 
porary  continuation  of  regulation  of  con¬ 
sumer  credit,  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 
REORGANIZATION  OP  DEBTOR  RAILROAD 
CORPORATIONS  —  MINORITY  ITEWS 
(PT.  2  OP  REPT.  NO.  432) 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  submit  the 
views  of  the  minority  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
to  accompany  the  bill  (S.  249)  to 
amend  the  Injterstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  here¬ 
tofore  reported  from  that  committee. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  minority  views  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
will  be  received  and  printed. 

ENROLLED  BILL  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  July  11,  1947,  he  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  564)  to  pro¬ 


vide  for  the  performance  of  the  duti§ 
of  the  office  of  President  in  case  of 
moval,  resignation,  death,  or  inanity 
both  of  the  President  and  Vice  Pres 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLU7 
INTRODUCED 


roN 


Bills  and  a  joint  resoluti^h  were  in¬ 
troduced,  read  the  first  Ume,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  s^ond  time,  and 
referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr.  FERGUSC 

S.  1609.  A  bill  provijlfng  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  Port  Wayny  Military  Reservation, 
Detroit,  Mich.,  fo^'^ark  use;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  .Services. 

(Mr.  REVERCOMb  (by  request)  introduced 
Senate  bill  to  Incorporate  the  Society 

of  the  First  ^ivision,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Commijxee  on  the  Judiciary  and  appears 
under  a  s^arate  heading.) 

ByMr.  THYE: 

S.  1^1.  A  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  com- 
pleti^  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across 
the^lssissippi  River  at  or  near  Sauk  Rapids, 
Mjrin.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  'Works. 

/  By  Mr.  AIKEN; 

/  S.  1612.  A  bill  to  reduce  expenditures  and 
to  promote  efficiency  and  economy  in  the 
auditing  of  customs  transactions;  to  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments. 

By  Mr.  AIK^EN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 

Hatch)  ; 

S.  1613.  A  bill  to  amend  section  313  of  the 
Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  by  repealing 
the  restrictions  therein  on  political  expendi¬ 
tures;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration . 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  1614.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage  of 
50-cent  pieces  to  commemorate  the  patriotic 
service  of  Gen.  Maurice  Rose  and  to  perpetu¬ 
ate  the  General  Rose  Memorial  Hospital  as 
a  historic  shrine;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  COOPER  (by  request) ; 

S.  1615.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  L. 
Cunliffe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MYERS: 

S.  1616.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dyonisios 
Christ  Pavlatos;  to  the  Committee  oft^  the 
Judiciary. 

(Mr.  BUCK,  from  the  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency,  reported  an  original  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  148)  to  authorize  the 
temporary  continuation  of  regulation  of  con¬ 
sumer  credit,  which  was  ordered  to  be  placed 
on  the  calendar,  and  appears  under  a  sepa- 
-rate  heading.) 

INCORPORATION  OP  SOCIETY  OP  FIRST 
DIVISION 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  before  me  at  this  time  a  copy  of  a 
bill  which  I  am  about  to  introduce,  which 
bears  th^iitle.  “A  bill  to  incorporate  the 
Society  of  tjie  First  Division.”  I  am  in¬ 
troducing  th^  bill  by  request.  Under  it, 
if  it  is  reported  favorably  and  passed  by 
the  Senate,  a  number  of  the  outstanding 
leaders  of  the  gVeat  and  historic  First 
Division  of  our  Atmy  will  incorporate 
their  society,  for  tlie  membership  of 
those  who  served  soN,gallantly  in  that 
division.  Among  the  incorporators  are 
Gen.  George  C.  Marshalt,.Lt.  Gen.  Clar¬ 
ence  R.  Huebner,  and  maijy  other  dis¬ 
tinguished  soldiers  of  this'/:ountry.  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  at.  this  time 
to  introduce  the  bill  for  proper  refer¬ 
ence. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bijl  (S. 
1610)  to  incorporate  the  Society  of  .the 
First  Division,  introduced  by  Mr.  Revsr- 
COMB  (by  request),  was  received,  read 
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Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Brooks,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

-REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  3601] 


The  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
report  the  same  to  the  Senate  with  various  amendments  and  present 
herewith  information  relative  to  the  changes  made: 


Amount  of  bill  as  passed  House _ i  $572,  172,  266 

Amount  of  increase  by  Senate  committee  (net) _  91,  564,  160 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  663,  736,  426 

Amount  of  appropriations,  1947 _  643,  154,  411 

Amount  of  estimates  for  1948 _  805,  141,  608 

The  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate: 

Under  the  estimates  for  1948 _ _ _  141,  405,  182 

Exceeds  the  appropriations  for  1947 _  20,  582,  015 


*  Includes  estimated  assessments  against  member  institutions  of  the  Farm 
Credit  system  of  $2,781,000. 

The  committee  recommends  a  total  for  direct  appropriations  in  the 
bill  of  $663,736,426,  which  is  $91,564,160  more  than  the  amount  of 
the  dhect  appropriations  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House. 

The  following  table  shows,  in  addition  to  direct  appropriations,  the 
permanent  appropriations  and  loan  authorizations  available  to  the 
Department  for  1948:  i 

64166—47 - 1 


Summary  of  appropriations  and  loan  authorizations  in  House  bill,  1948,  compared  with  1947,  and  budget  estimates,  1948 
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As  a  result  of  3  weeks  of  hearings  held  by  the  subcommittee  which 
supplement  the  published  hearings  of  the  House,  the  committee 
submits  the  following  comments  pertaining  to  committee  recommen¬ 
dations  on  the  budget  estimates  and  House  bill: 

OFFICE  OF  SECRETARY 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  essential  activities  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  are  reduced  compared  with  the  war  period.  Also,  a 
reduction  in  various  action  programs  is  contemplated  in  the  Senate 
bill,  which  follows,  in  part,  the  provisions  of  House  bill  3601,  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill.  The  recommended  appro¬ 
priation  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  represents  a  large  increase 
above  that  of  the  war  years.  The  committee,  therefore,  supports  the 
House  in  reducing  the  budget  of  $2,150,000  by  the  amount  of  $100,000, 
believing  that  necessaiy  adjustments  in  administration  can  be  made 
to  conform  to  this  action. 


PENALTY  MAIL 

An  increase  of  23  percent  in  the  penalty-mail  rate  will  more  than 
offset  the  effect  of  any  reduction  of  activities  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  the  use  of  mail  facilities.  The  committee,  therefore, 
increases  the  House  bill  to  $3,486,000  for  penalty  mail.  While  this 
is  an  increase  of  $300,000,  the  mail-rate  increase  would  amount  to 
$750,000  on  the  volume  of  mail  issued  by  the  Department  in  the  past 
year.  The  Department  of  Agriculture,  it  is  understood,  is  prepared 
to  absorb  a  part  of  the  increased  rates  by  a  reduction  in  volume  of 
penalty  mail. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT 

The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  the  sum.  of 
$9,500,000  for  the  Kesearch  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946.  This 
amount  represents  the  first  year’s  increment  authorized  in  the  act, 
and  it  is  further  recommended  that  the  distribution  of  this  fund  to 
the  various  purposes  designated  in  the  act  shall  be  in  the  proportions 
indicated  in  the  act.  While  the  amount  is  $500,000  above  that  con¬ 
tained  in  the  House  bill  and  the  distribution  of  the  fund  differs,  it  is 
believed  that  the  committee  action  may  conform  to  the  intent  of  the 
House  floor  action. 

While  not  convinced  that  satisfactory  plans  have  been  fully  de¬ 
veloped  for  the  administration  of  research  contemplated  in  the  act 
to  be  used  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  committee  felt  it 
unwise  to  change  the  distribution  of  tfie  funds  from,  the  plans  outlined 
in  the  act.  While  some  of  the  State  agricultural  experiment  stations 
may  be  in  a  position  to  proceed  more  rapidly  with  research  contem¬ 
plated  under  the  act,  others  would  lack  the  scientific  personnel  required 
to  initiate  the  new  research.  A  large  fund  made  available  immedi¬ 
ately  might  create  an  undesirable  competition  in  recruiting  the 
required  personnel;  hence  it  is  believed  wise  to  permit  the  program 
to  expand  no  more  rapidly  than  contemplated  when  the  act  was 
enacted  into  law. 

The  committee  considers  that  there  is  good  reason  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  consider  setting  up  a  division  apart  from  all 
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action  and  regulatory  activities  for  the  administration  of  the  research  1. 
contemplated  under  the  Kesearch  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946.  « 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR  f 

11 

The  budget  request  of  $2,525,000  for  the  Office  of  the  Sohcitor  is  li 
reduced  by  $300,000.  This  is  $200,000  above  the  amount  carried  in  '  j 
the  House  bill,  as  it  was  felt  this  amount  was  justified  on  the  basis  of 
past  experience.  The  basis  for  this  action  is  the  reduced  activity  of  i 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  work  requiring  the  assistance  of  the  . 
Solicitor’s  Office  and,  furthermore,  to  encourage  no  more  routine 
supervision  of  the  Solicitor’s  Office  than  is  essential  to  the  work  of  the  i 
Department.  Certain  activities,  such  as  rural-electrification  coop- 
eratives,  need  to  be  encouraged  to  accept  as  much  responsibility  for  : 
their  own  activities  as  they  are  capable  of  assuming  and  as  procedures  L  j 
in  such  work  as  the  Market  Agreements  Act  become  standardized,  less  m 
routine  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Solicitor’s  Office  should  expedite  W 
the  w'ork  in  the  interest  of  all  concerned.  0 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION  I 

I 

Salaries  a,tid  expenses. — The  committee  follows  the  recomnien-  ■  i 
dation  of  the  House  in  reducing  the  budget  for  the  salaries  and  '  I 
expenses  of  the  Office  of  Information  by  providing  for  an  appropria-  i 
tion  of  $575,000,  which  is  a  decrease  of  $125,000  below  the  budget  i 
estimate.  The  committee  agrees  with  the  House  commiftee  that  ;  i 
publicity  activities  of  the  Department  can  well  be  reduced  in  the  .  i 
interest  of  economy  and  more  wholesome  public  relations. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS  i 

The  committee  recommends  a  reduction  of  $250,000  to  be  applied  : 
to  the  economic  investigations  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Econom-  i 
ics,  thus  replacing  $500,000  of  the  reduction  made  in  the  House  bill  :  I 
which  was  regarded  as  too  severe  a  reduction  following  a  heavy  cut  ;  ! 
in  appropriations  to  this  Bureau  a  year  ago.  The  committee  con-  i  ' 
siders  the  work  in  crop  and  livestock  estimates  to  be  the  most  efficient 
organization  of  its  kind  and  wishes  to  lend  it  full  encouragement,  ii 
It  is  believed,  however,  that  the  economic  investigations  can  be  re- 
duced  without  impairing  the  Bureau’s  essential  activities  in  assembling  |  i 
and  interpreting  economic  information,  or  its  cooperative  relationships  I ! 
with  the  various  States.  These  two  interests,  in  particular,  the  com-  '  I 
mittee  feels,  should  be  adequately  financed  to  insure  their  efficiency  ,  i 
in  marshaling  economic  information  essential  to  building  sound  ^  i 
economic  programs  for  agriculture.  It  does  not  appeal  to  the  com-  '  i 
mittee,  in  line  with  the  interest  of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  ;  | 
1946,  that  that  fund  should  be  used  for  new  research,  to  expect  that 
fund  to  carry  the  lines  of  work  specifically  mentioned  above.  ^ 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS  1 

I 

The  committee  sustains  the  action  of  the  House  in  reducing  the  i 
budget  estimate  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  from  j 
$728,000  to  $428,000.  The  committee  considers  that  the  work  of  this  j 
Office  has  been  handicapped  by  its  close  association  with  the  Depart-  i 
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I 

!  ment  of  State.  On  the  other  hand,  it  recognizes  that  it  has  an 
I  important  function  to  perform  in  connection  with  the  development 
I  of  international  trade  relationships  in  agricultural  products  and  mar- 
j  kets  for  agricultural  products,  and  therefore  urges  that  careful  direc- 
I  tion  be  given  to  work  in  this  field.  In  supporting  the  reduction 
!  imposed  by  the  House,  the  committee  does  not  wish  to  impair  the 
essential  duties  of  this  Office  from  now  until  such  time  as  the  Office 
may  become  more  efficiently  organized  in  its  relation  to  the  State 
Department. 

AGRICULTURAL  EXTENSION  SERVICE 

I 

The  need  of  appropriating  the  last  authorized  increment  of  the 
Bankhead-Jones  agricultural  extension  fund  of  $4,000,000  was 
urgently  presented  to  the  committee  by  the  State  directors  of  the 
■  Agricultural  Extension  Service.  Although  authorized  to  be  appro- 
;  priated  this  year,  the  item  was  not  included  in  the  budget  presented 
to  Congress.  Recognizing  the  benefits  growing  out  of  the  Extension 
Service  and  the  desirability  of  further  support  for  the  4-H  Clubs  and 
i  other  work  with  farm  youth  in  particular,  the  committee  would  call 
I  attention  to  the  reductions  recommended  for  other  agencies  working 
'  with  farm  people  and  that  they  are  giving  their  approval  to  the  Ex- 
!  tension  Service  by  not  reducing  funds  appropriated  for  this  purpose. 

I  AGRICULTUR.^L  RESEARCH 

In  the  over-all  view  of  the  significance  of  research  and  the  appro- 
I  priation  of  funds  authorized  under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
of  1946,  some  relatively  small  reductions  in  research  are  not  in  reality 
j  a  reduction,  since  the  added  research  funds  will  be  available  for  new 
I  studies  in  these  fields. 


SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  reduction  of  $100,000  in  the 
budget  estimate  of  $1,303,000  in  the  special  research  fund.  The 
Agricultural  Research  Administration  will  have  added  support  from 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  and  should  be  able  to  absorb 
this  small  reduction  in  funds  without  impairing  its  work,  especially 
since  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  funds  should  be  available  to 
promote  new  lines  of  promising  research. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY  INSPECTION  AND  QUARANTINE 

The  amount  of  $1,225,197  contained  in  the  House  bill  for  animal 
inspection  and  quarantine  is  a  larger  amount  than  has  been  made 
available  in  any  year  prior  to  1947.  The  committee  feels  that 
House  action  in  reducing  the  budget  item  by  $114,803  is  sound. 

MEAT  INSPECTION 

The  committee  believes  that  the  system  of  Federal  meat  inspection 
has  contributed  to  the  health  of  the  public  through  eliminating 
seriously  diseased  animals  from  75  percent  of  the  publicly  slaughtered 
meat  animals.  If  the  cost  of  inspection  were  shifted  to  the  packers, 
it  is  believed  that  many  small  packers  would  forego  inspection  and 
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limit  their  trade  to  intrastate  channels.  Therefore,  in  the  best 
interest  of  the  public,  the  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate, 
appropriating  $11,140,000  for  meat  inspection  as  opposed  to  the 
House  bill  plan  to  place  Federal  meat  inspection  on  a  fee  basis  to  be 
paid  by  the  packers. 

VIRUS  SERUM  TOXIN  ACT 

The  testimony  presented  pertaining  to  virus  serum  toxin  inspection 
and  regulation  indicated  that  this  work  is  vitally  associated  with  the 
animal  industry  of  the  Nation  and  the  need  for  its  support  was 
strongly  urged  by  the  foremost  serum  and  virus  producers.  The  com¬ 
mittee,  therefore,  decided  that  full  support  of  the  budget  item  in  the 
amount  of  $340,000  was  justified,  thus  restoring  the  cut  imposed  by 
the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  committee  is  in  accord  with  the  House  bill  in  reducing  the 
budget  estimate  for  the  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry  by  $125,000  to  the 
amount  of  $1,011,000,  which  represents  a  material  increase  over  any 
preceding  year  except  1947.  It  was  recognized  that  livestock-breeding 
experimentation  might  easily  be  permitted  to  expand  unless  kept 
under  control. 

FOREST  DISEASES 

The  committee  restored  $20,000  of  the  budget  reduction  imposed 
by  the  House  bill  to  be  applied,  in  iiarticular,  to  the  work  with 
chestnut  diseases,  which  leaves  an  amount  of  $379,280  for  forest 
diseases.  This  exceeds  the  appropriation  of  previous  years  for  forest 
diseases,  and  the  committee  would  permit  the  Bureau  to  distribute  the 
total  appropriation  for  forest  diseases  in  accordance  with  its  judgment. 

SOILS,  FERTILIZERS,  AND  IRRIGATION 

The  committee  restored  $100,000  to  the  budget  for  soils,  fertilizers, 
and  irrigation.  This  represents  an  appropriation  of  $1,491,000,  or 
$100,000  in  excess  of  the  House  bill.  While  the  Bureau  should  dis¬ 
tribute  the  total  appropriation  in  the  best  interest  of  agriculture,  the 
committee  felt  that  the  various  irrigation  and  dry-land  experiment 
stations  proposed  for  closing  under  the  conditions  of  the  House  bill 
should  be  maintained  until  the  respective  States  are  given  adequate 
opportunity  to  provide  funds  for  their  operation.  At  least  part  of 
tlxese  stations  have  permanent  values  to  the  States  concerned  and 
they  should  have  the  opportunity  of  providing  support  for  them  and 
to  accept  the  responsibility  for  them. 

NATIONAL  ARBORETUM 

Funds  for  the  National  Arboretum  were  approved  in  the  amount 
of  $436,900  in  accordance  with  the  House  recommendation.  This 
affords  the  necessary  funds  for  acquiring  additional  land  and  to 
continue  development  work,  but  delays  the  construction  of  buildings, 
roads,  and  other  improvements  until  such  construction  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  with  more  ample  supplies  of  materials  and  labor  at  less  cost. 
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SPECIAL  DISEASE  STUDIES 

The  committee  felt  that  the  recjiiests  for  work  on  the  control  of 
the  sclerotina  disease  on  beans  in  Florida  and  diseases  of  mushrooms 
could  receive  attention  from  the  appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of 
Plant  Industry,  Soils,  ‘and  Agricultural  Engineering. 

INSECT  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  action  in  reducing  the  budget 
estimate  for  insect  investigations  $188,700  which  gives  the  Bureau  of 
Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  the  sum  of  $2,961,300  or  a  total 
amount  of  money  in  excess  of  the  total  appropriation  for  1947.  While 
some  reduction  in  research  may  be  necessary,  it  should  not  eliminate 
any  essential  activity  and  represents  a  measure  of  economy.  It  is 
understood  that  adjustments  can  be  made  which  will  make  it  possible 
to  retain  work  on  insect  identification  and  classification,  and  to  retain 
the  major  part  of  the  investigations  of  insects  affecting  men  and 
animals,  and  general  control  investigations. 

INSECT  AND  PLANT-DISEASE  CONTROL 

Recognizing  in  particular  the  menace  of  the  pink  boll  worm  along 
the  Mexican  border,  the  committee  recommends  that  $250,000  be 
restored  in  the  cut  contained  in  the  House  bill.  This  would  provide 
a  budget  of  $2,947,100,  which  exceeds  any  previous  appropriations 
except  that  of  1947.  The  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  disease  apparently 
has  not  proven  effective  and  experimental  and  research  work  on  this 
disease  rather  than  control  operations  need  to  be  emphasized.  The 
need  of  resurveying  areas  that  have  been  covered  in  barberry  eradica¬ 
tion  work  in  recent  years  was  recognized  as  a  need  which  might  reejuire 
effective  action  and  an  increased  appropriation  in  the  appropriation 
bill  of  next  year. 

CONTROL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND  PLANT  DISEASES 

The  committee  supports  the  action  of  the  House  in  reducing  the 
budget  item  of  $2,800,000  to  $2,050,000  for  the  control  of  emergency 
outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases  since  the  Bureau  proposes  the 
early  termination  of  control  work  on  the  pear  Psylla  and  since  serious 
outbreaks  may  be  taken  care  of  from  deficiency  appropriations. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $305,000  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  a  total  of  $800,000  for 
the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics, 
which  is  a  reduction  of  $245,000  below  the  budget  estimate  and  the 
House  bill.  The  work  of  the  Bureau  was  greatly  expanded  during 
the  war  and  the  recommended  appropriation  greatly  exceeds  that  of 
anj"  preceding  ju'ar. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 

The  House  reduction  of  $250,000  below  the  Budget  estimates  has 
been  accepted.  The  committee,  however,  proposes  that  the  Bureau 
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of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  distribute  this  reduction  between 
the  projects  carried  on  under  its  direction  rather  than  to  apply  it  to 
the  single  project  for  leadership,  coordination,  and  technical  direction 
as  indicated  in  the  report  of  the  House  committee. 

FOREST  SERVICE  GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

The  committee  supports  the  House  action  in  reducing  the  budget 
by  $32,000,  which  represents  a  small  reduction. 

NATIONAL  FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  MANAGEMENT 

An  appropriation  of  $24,014,891  is  approved  for  national  forest 
protection  and  management  which  is  $250,000  above  the  House 
recommendation.  This  increased  amount  is  designated  for  unit- 
management  work  which  it  is  felt  needs  emphasis  because  of  some 
lack  of  attention  during  the  war.  And,  also,  to  develop  the  Lake 
Tahoe  recreational  area. 

FOREST  AND  RANGE  MANAGEMENT  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  reduction  of  $200,000  from  the 
budget  estimate  of  $2,675,000  for  forest  and  range  management 
investigations,  which  leaves  a  larger  appropriation  for  this  purpose 
than  in  any  prior  year  except  1947. 

FOREST  PRODUCTS  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  restored  $250,000  of  the  $555,000  reduction  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  House.  This  was  done  to  speed  up  research  pertaining 
to  the  utilization  of  waste  material  in  the  lumber  industry,  recognizing 
that  the  actual  waste  exceeds  in  amount  the  proportion  of  the  tree 
that  is  made  into  lumber. 

FOREST  RESOURCES  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  House  recommendation  of  $572,000  was  increased  to  $822,000, 
which  is  still  $250,000  below  the  budget.  Many  States  are  ready  to 
cooperate  with  the  Forest  Service  in  conducting  surveys  or  appraisals 
of  their  forest  resources.  The  committee  believes  the  recommended 
appropriation  will  expedite  this  work. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $750,000  for  the 
acquisition  of  forest  land,  or  an  increase  of  $250,000  above  the  House 
recommendation,  with  the  provision  that  the  administrative  cost  of 
such  acquisition  is  to  be  met  from  the  appropriation  for  “National 
forest  protection  and  management.” 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  over  the  House  bill  from 
$10,000,000  to  $11,000,000  for  forest  road  development  and  from 
$5,300,000  to  $8,300,000  for  forest  highways,  or  a  total  of  $19,300,000, 
as  compared  to  the  budget  figure  of  $23,800,000.  The  committee  is 
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I  aware  of  improvements  needed  in  badly  worn  roads  as  v^ell  as  new 
j  road  construction,  but  feels  with  the  existing  high  costs  of  construc- 
1  tion  that  the  recommendations  are  generous. 

SOIL-CONSERVATION  RESEARCH 

The  committee  has  restored  the  budget  estimate  for  soil-conservation 
reseai-ch  by  returning  $750,000  removed  in  the  House  bill.  The 
committee  feels  strongly  that  more  research  is  urgently  needed  as  a 
j  basis  for  developing  sound  soil-conservation  action  in  the  field. 

I  Furthermore,  the  various  State  agricultural  experiment  stations  have 
felt  this  need  so  keenly  that  a  number  are  more  than  matching  the 
^  Federal  funds  for  new  research  pertaining  to  soil  conservation. 

1  •  SOIL-CONSERVATION  OPER.\TIONS 

I 

iThe  committee  sustains  the  House  action  in  approving  $38,000,000 
for  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $5,437,000 
1  from  the  budget  estimate.  This  action  is  taken  because  the  committee 
1  feels  that  the  Service  has  expanded  rapidly  and  that  much  remains  to 
;  he  gained  in  effective  field  operation.  The  apparent  duplication  of 
'  services  to  farmers  should  be  correlated  into  a  more  unified  plan  of 
c  action  in  the  field  on  a  basis  that  will  give  due  consideration  to  all 
i  aspects  of  a  progressive  agriculture  developed  in  the  interest  of  all  of 
I  society. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

The  committee  supports  the  House  bill  of  $1,660,000.  for  Land 
Utilization  and  Retirement  of  Submarginal  Land  compared  to  the 
>  budget  estimate  of  $3,260,000,  believing  that  these  provisions  will 
care  for  critical  needs  and  that  some  of  the  work  proposed  under  this 
'  item  should  await  more  favorable  construction  conditions. 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND  RESOURCES 

I  The  committee  takes  exception  to  the  House  bill  provisions  for 
I;  the  agricultural  program.  The  committee  recognizes  the  obligation 
;  resting  •  upon  Congress  by  virtue  of  the  authorization  by  Congress 
last  year  of  an  agricultural  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural 
resources”  program  for  1947  and  provides  for  carrying  out  that  pro¬ 
gram  by  appropriating  the  amount  of  $258,000,000.  This  amount, 
together  with  the  surplus  of  approximately  $37,000,000  carried  over 
from  the  1946  program,  will  provide  $267,620,754  estimated  to  be 
needed  to  make  the  payments  to  farmers  authorized  a  year  ago  and 
leave  approximately  $27,500,000  for  the  administration  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  While  this  procedure  does  not  provide  a  carry-over  fund  to 
initiate  the  1948  program,  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  a 
;  standing  authorization  to  borrow  $50,000,000  from  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  assist  in  carrying  the  program  until  the  suc¬ 
ceeding  appropriation  becomes  available. 

The  committee  further  recognizes  that  Congress  is  considering  the 
development  of  a  future  agricultural  program,  but  believes  that  until 
such  time  as  a  new  program  is  developed  there  should  be  a  continuing 
program  similar  to  the  one  now  in  operation.  To  that  end  the  com- 
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mittee  recommends  the  authorization  of  an  agricultural  program  for 
1948  in  the  amount  of  $150,000,000  to  cover  the  payments  to  farmers 
and  the  administration  of  the  program.  The  authorization  is  offered 
in  recognition  of  the  desirability  of  continuing  to  focus  attention  upon 
the  importance  of  soil  conservation  and  to  supplement  the  educa¬ 
tional  and  demonstrational  work  in  this  field.  During  this  period  of 
high  farm  prices,  the  committee  feels  that  the  farmer  can  afford  to 
contribute  a  larger  proportion  of  the  cost  of  soil-conserving  practices' 
during  1948  but  that  the  work  should  continue  to  receive  encourage¬ 
ment  and  that  the  organization  to  conduct  the  program  should  be 
maintained.  Also  there  are  other  essential  duties  including  crop 
insurance,  and  surplus  commodity  removal  operations,  to  be  per¬ 
formed  at  the  county  level.  The  committee  believes  its  action  will 
effect  economies  in  administration  without  serious  detriment  to  the 
desired  objectives. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL-LUNCH  ACTIVITIES 

The  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate  of  $75,000,000  for  j 
school-lunch  activities  which  is  $30,000,000  above  the  House  bill  and  ' 
directs  that  $75,000,000  be  used  from  section  32  funds  for  this  pur-  ' 
pose.  It  is  also  recommended  that  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  ' 
lunches  to  children  m.ay  be  used  as  matching  funds  for  Federal 
appropriations  for  the  ensuing  year.  This  action  is  deemed  advisable 
because  few  State  legislatures  are  still  in  session  so  that  they  can 
take  action  in  m.atching  Federal  funds  with  State  appropriations.  - 
The  committee  wishes  to  put  itself  on  record,  however,  urging  that 
State  appropriations  be  made  to  match  Federal  funds  in  the  propor¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

MARKETING  FARM  PRODUCTS 

The  committee  increases  the  House  bill  appropriation  of  $1,000,000 
to  $1,100,000  for  marketing  farm  products.  This  increase  is  intended 
to  expedite  the  transportation  of  farm  products  particularly  with 
reference  to  continuing  the  surveys  of  shipping  and  storage  space 
requirements  to  handle  farm  products.  Information  available  to 
the  committee  indicates  that  this  service  has  been  useful  and  should 
be  continued. 

UNITED  STATES  WAREHOUSE  ACT 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  action  in  reducing  the  budget 
item  of  $685,000  for  the  administration  of  the  United  States  Ware¬ 
house  Act  to  $585,000,  which  it  considers  to  be  adequate. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  ACT 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  bill  in  reducing  the  budget 
estimate  of  $650,000  for  the  administration  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act  to  $530,000,  believing  this  amount  is  sufficient  for  the 
administration  of  this  act. 

FARM  TENANT  LOANS 

The  committee  restores  the  fund  for  farm  tenant  loans  to  $20,000,000 
which  had  been  eliminated  by  the  House,  although  the  budget  requests. 
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was  for  $35,000,000.  The  committee,  further,  requests  that  priority 
be  given  to  veterans  who  apply  for  loans  but  admonishes  the  Farmers’ 
Home  Administration  to  avoid  loaning  on  values  which  seem  likely 
to  lead  to  the  financial  disaster  of  the  borrowers.  Land  prices  have 
risen  over  100  percent  in  the  past  10  years  in  many  States  and  repre¬ 
sent  heavy  inflation  compared  to  prewar  years  in  many  areas.  It 
must  be  recognized  that  the  reported  good  record  of  tenant  farm 
purchase  activities  has  been  due  to  the  deflated  land  prices  of  15 
years  ago,  and  a  continually  rising  price  level  for  farm  products  over 
many  years  and  abnormal  prices  during  the  war  years.  Therefore, 
it  would  seem  a  matter  of  prudence  for  the  Administration  to  be  less 
active  in  farm  loan  activities  in  many  areas  and  to  be  continually 
on  guard  against  excessive  prices  that  are  likely  to  bring  disaster  to 
borrowers  who  have  little  capital,  and  discredit  to  the  program  itselfi 

PRODUCTION  AND  SUBSISTENCE  LOANS 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  bill  in  reducing  the  budget 
estimate  of  $90,000,000  to  $60,000,000  for  production  and  subsistence 
loans  by  the  Farmers  Home  Administration.  With  the  period  of  good 
production  and  prices  for  agricultural  products  an  increasing  number 
of  the  clients  of  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  should  become 
eligible  for  loans  from  other  sources  especially  when  loan  funds  are 
plentiful  in  the  hands  of  private  lenders. 

INSURED  MORTGAGES 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  in  limiting  the  fund  for 
insured  mortgages  to  $1,000,000  since  the  testimony  by  officials  of 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  indicated  that  there  had  been 
no  interest  in  loans  insured  on  the  basis  specified  in  the  act. 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  committee  restored  $6,000,000  of  the 
$12,000,000  House  reduction  from  the  budget  estimates  of  $30,000,000. 
With  the  volume  of  loans  outstanding  and  with  the  understanding 
that  special  effort  will  be  given  to  clearing  long  standing  feed,  seed, 
and  drouth  loans,  in  particular,  there  seems  to  be  justification  for  the 
recommendation  of  the  committee. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFIG.4TION  LOAN  FUNDS 

The  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate  of  $250,000,000  for 
loan  funds  to  rural  electrification  cooperatives,  with  the  provision 
that  the  full  amount  shall  be  borrowed  directly  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury.  This  procedure  will  enable  saving  three-foiu’ths  of  1 
percent  formerly  paid  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
which  will  increase  the  payments  from  the  cooperatives  to  the  Treas¬ 
ury  by  approximately  $4,280,000  annually  on  loans  now  outstanding. 
The  fact  that  15  percent  of  the  loan  funds  to  the  Rural  Electrification 
Cooperatives  have  been  direct  appropriations  has  placed  the  loans 
now  made  to  the  cooperatives  in  a  strong  collateral  position,  justify¬ 
ing  this  change  in  procedure. 
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The  committee  emphasizes  the  importance  of  giving  electric  service 
to  groups  of  farmers  in  greatest  need  and  admonishes  the  administra¬ 
tion  not  to  engage  in  power  line  or  generator  construction  where  such 
service  can  be  obtained  at  reasonable  cost  of  power. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  committee  reduced  the  budget  estimate 
of  $5,600,000  to  $5,000,000  or  $1,000,000  in  excess  of  the  House  bill. 
.The  volume  of  work  of  this  administration  is  near  a  peak  which 
justifies  strong  support,  but  the  committee  believes  there  has  been 
undue  extravagance  in  salaries  considering  the  experience  and  training 
of  personnel.  The  committee,  therefore,  admonishes  the  adminis- 
.tration  to  make  the  major  economy  in  the  budget  by  down-grading  or 
eliminating  the  high-salaried  positions  rather  than  to  eliminate 
employees  in  the  lower  grades  of  salaries.  ' 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

1 

The  committee  recommends  $5,000,000  in  place  of  the  budget  j 
estimate  of  $9,330,000  for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  i 
There  is  pending  legislation  in  each  House  providing  for  new  crop  | 
insurance  programs,  which  will  probably  replace  the  expferimental  i 
program  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The  fact  that  . 
there  are  540,000  crop  insurance  contracts  outstanding  makes  it  i 
imperative  that  funds  be  made  available  for  continued  administration  , 
of  the  program.  The  recommendation  of  the  committee  is  con¬ 
sidered  adequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  administration  of  the 
existing  act  and  to  continue  an  experimental  program.  j 

SECTION  32  FUNDS  j 

The  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate  of  $48,000,'000  for  the  ! 
exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodities,  i 
which  is  an  increase  of  $8,000,000  above  the  House  action.  This  ' 
increase  will  make  it  unnecessary  to  make  a  direct  appropriation  for 
the  administration  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act,  for  i 
which  the  House  bill  provided  $525,500.  The  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  for  the  act  would  under  this  proposal  be  made  available  from  a  ■ 
4  percent  allowance  for  administration  from  the  amount  of  section  32 
funds  appropriated  to  the  exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of 
agricultural  commodities. 

INCREASES  AND  LIMITATIONS 

The  changes  in  the  amounts  of  the  House  bill  recommended  by  the 
committee  are  as  follows; 
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Title  I — General  appropriations 

Penalty  mail -  $300,  000 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems _ 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  dis¬ 
tribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural  products _ 

The  committee  recommends  a  readjustment  of  the 
amounts  provided  in  the  House  bill  so  as  to  bring  them 
into  conformity  with  the  authorization  set  forth  in  the 
act.  An  increase  is  recommended  of  $500,000  in  all 
for  a  total  of  $9,500,000,  distributed  as  follows: 

For  pavments  to  States  (a  reduction 

of  $500,000) _ $2,  500,  000 

For  research  on  utilization  (an  in¬ 
crease  of  $500,000) _  3,  000,  000 

For  cooperative  research  (to  remain 

the  same  amount) _  1,500,000 

For  improvement  and  development  of 
di.stribution  and  marketing  system 
(an  increase  of  $500,000) _  2,  500,  000 


9,  500,  000 


The  amount  recommended  in  all  is  half  of  the 
authorization  and  estimate  of  $19,000,000. 


The  committee  also  recommends  that  the  following 
provision  be  deleted: 

of  which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allotable  to 
Alaska  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 
the  appropriation  “Research  on  agricultural  prob¬ 
lems  of  Alaska”,  without  matching  requirement; 
and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof : 

:  Provided,  That  section  11  of  said  Bankhead- J ones 
Act,  as  amended  by  said  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  under  section  9  (a)”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “appropriated  pursuant  to  section  9  (a)” 

Office  of  the  Solicitor _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for  neces¬ 
sary  expenses. 

The  committee  also  recommends  a  decrease  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
$97,000,  for  a  total  of  $1,500,000. 


Printing  and  binding: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  proviso 
be  stricken  from  the  bill: 

“for  administering  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c- 
608d),  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and 
binding  in  connection  therewith”, 
and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof : 

to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  23  of  the  Act  of 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in 
connection  with  the  activities  xmder  section  32. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  amount  to  be  transferred  of  $74,700,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  total  of  $170,000. 


200,  000 


500,  000 

500,  000 


14  AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  194  8 


Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics: 

Economic  investigations _ _ _ 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
of  $500,000,  for  a  total  of  $2,387,000  for  the  limitation. 


Agricultural  Research  Administration: 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry: 

Meat  inspection _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee 
is  to  provide  the  estimate  of  $11,140,000. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following 
be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

for  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  as  a  working  capital  fund,  without 
fiscal  year  limitation,  to  be  designated  as  the 
“Meat  inspection  fund”,  which  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  all  expenses  necessary  to  furnish  an 
adequate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service, 
and  hereafter  every  person,  firm,  public 
agency,  or  other  organization  furnished  in¬ 
spection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including 
inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products 
offered  for  import  or  export  and  the  inspection 
of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products,  shall 
pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  at  rates  and  fees  to  be 
fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to  be  deposited 
in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full 
reimbursement  for  the  estimated  cost  attribu¬ 
table  to  the  furnishing  of, such  inspection  or 
service,  including  scientTfic  and  technical 
investigations  and  laboratory  services;  inves¬ 
tigations  relating  to  violations  of,  and 
authorized  exemptions  under,  the  laws  relat¬ 
ing  to  Federal  meat  inspection;  supervisory, 
administrative,  statistical,  business  manage¬ 
ment,  and  other  costs;  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  without 
regard  to  section  607  of  the  Federal  Em¬ 
ployees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere; 
purchase  and  hire  of  pa.ssenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 
of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and  certificates 
as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.,  431);  and  other  necessary 
expenses:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  require  advance  payment, 
posting  of  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  pay¬ 
ment,  in  order  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  withdraw 
such  inspection  or  service  for  nonpayment  of 
charges  or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  re¬ 
quired  assurance  of  payment:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  inspection  or  other  technical  serv¬ 
ices  may  be  rendered  to  Government  and 
other  public  agencies,  upon  request,  under 
the  terms  and  conditions  herein  provided: 
Provided  fUrther,  That  a  schedule  of  obliga¬ 
tions  and  reimbursements  of  the  meat- 
inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close  of  the  last 
completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for 
the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be 


$500,  000 


6,  140,  000 
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included  in  the  budget  as  submitted  to 
Congress  annually;  And  provided  further, 

That  payments  shall  be  made  for  inspection 
or  service  rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act _  $50,  000 

The  committee  recommends  the  increase  to  provide 
the  full  amount  of  the  estimate  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  of  $340,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  for  the  Bureau  of  $2,840,  for  a  total  of  $1,061,840 
for  limitation. 


Total,  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 


Bureau  of  Daiiy  Industry: 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limitation 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of  $40,912, 
to  provide  a  total  of  $540,912  for  the  limitation. 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engi¬ 
neering; 

Forest  diseases _ _ _ _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
investigations  and  research  on  chestnut  diseases,  includ¬ 
ing  breeding,  testing,  and  propagating  blight-resistant 
hybrids. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation _ _ _ _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to  be 
allocated  by  the  Department. 

Total,  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  etc - 


Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine: 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control _ _ _ _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
work  on  control  and  prevention  of  spread  of  the  pink 
bollworm  of  cotton. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  of  $17,440,  to  provide  a  total  of  $709,440  for 
the  limitation. 

Total,  Agricultural  Research  Adminis¬ 
tration _ 


6,  190,  000 


20,  000 


100,  000 


120,  000 


250,  000 


6,  560,  000 


Forest  Service: 

National  forest  protection  and  management - - - - 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
general  management,  operation,  and  regulation  of 
national  forest  properties,  of  which  $25,000  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  for  construction  of  necessary  sanitary  and 
other  recreational  facilities  on  the  Lake  Tahoe  recrea¬ 
tion  area. 

Forest  products _ _ _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
experiments,  investigations,  and  tests  to  be  allocated 
by  the  Department. 


250,  000 


250,  000 
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Forest  resources  investigations _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
survey  and  investigations,  to  be  allocated  by  the 
Department. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$28,000  in  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  provide  a  total  of  $1,083,378 
for  the  limitation. 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
the  acquisition  of  forest  land  under  the  Weeks  Act. 

The  committee  further  recommends  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  be  stricken  from  the  bill : 

to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  of  any  lands  acquired, 
and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof: 

;  the  administrative  cost  of  such  acquisition  to  be 
met  from  the  appropriation  “National  forest  pro¬ 
tection  and  management” 


K 


$250,  000? 

■f 

i 

I 

250,  000 1 


■t 

V 


Total,  Forest  Service _  1,  000,  000 1 

=  3! 

Forest  Roads  and  Trails: 

Forest  development  roads  and  trails _  1,  000,  000  ■ 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of 
roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
Service  Administration,  to  provide  a  total  of  $11,000,- 
000,  which  is  $1,500,000  below  the  estimate  of  $12,- 
500,000. 

Forest  highways _  3,  000,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  sec.  23  of  4he  Federal 
Highway  Act,  to  provide  a  total  of  $8,300,000,  which 
is  $3,000,000  below  the  estiznate  of  $11,300,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$9,530  iiz  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  provide  a  total  of  $109,530  for 
the  limitation. 


Total,  Forest  roads  and  trails _  4,  000,  000' 

Soil  Conservation  Service; 

Soil  conservation  research _  750,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
research  and  investigations,  to  provide  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $1,423,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  for  personal  .services  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  of  $36,500,  to  provide  a  total  of  $875,000  for  the 
limitation. 
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Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources _ 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  paragraph 

be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17, 
inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  approved  February'  29,  1936,  as 

amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q),  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the  provisions  of  sections 
201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the  provisions  of  titles 
IV  and  V),  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation 
and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  dis])]ays  at 
State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the 
United  States;  $165,614,290,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  programs  under 
said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended,  during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December 
31,  1947,  inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$15,000,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head 
shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying 
out  such  programs,  but  not  more  than  $1,950,000  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That  payments  to 
claimants  hereunder  shall  be  made  upon  the  certificate 
of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form 
as  the  Secretary  may  jirescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out 
the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied 
with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  pay¬ 
ments  and  that  the  statements  and  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  correct  and 
true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the 
penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18 
U.  S.  C.  80) :  Provided  further.  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  functions 
assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Executive  order  (No.  9069)  of  February 
23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of 
any  regional  information  employees  or  any  State  or 
county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of 
information  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  fiirther. 
That  no  funds  shall  bo  available  for  salaries  or  other 
administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formu¬ 
lation  or  administration  of  any  1948  program  of  soil¬ 
building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation 
practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended,  or  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  except  those  pertaining 
to  marketing  quotas  under  the  latter  Act:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative 
expenses  of  said  Office  m  auditmg  payments  under  this 
item:  Provided  further.  That  such  amount  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime, 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any  soil¬ 
terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agri¬ 
cultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 


92,  385, 
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practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  pro¬ 
gram  under  said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  complied 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  programs,  formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7 
to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  determines 
that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were 
prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  ap¬ 
propriation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obliga¬ 
tion,  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated 
balance  of  the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  Use  of 
Agricultural  Land  Resources”,  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further. 
That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  prescribed  form 
is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to 
payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incom¬ 
petency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant 
to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)) 
w'ithin  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1947,  whichever  is 
later:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  any  funds 
available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office, 
corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such 
Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person 
who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”, 
approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been 
found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of 
the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the 
payment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed 
to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to 
favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation  by 
Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or 
through  the  proper  official  channels:  Provided  further. 
That  where  farmer  participation  in  the  program  in  any 
State,  region,  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  the  full 
amount  of  the  money  apportioned  thereto  any  such 
sum  or  sums  in  excess  of  such  requirement  shall  be  re¬ 
apportioned  to  States,  regions,  or  areas  whose  original 
apportionments  have  not  been  sufficient  to  meet  such 
requirements. 

and  that  the  following  paragraph  be  inserted  thereof:  in  lieu 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  19S6,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
590g-590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407) 
(except  the  provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  SOS,  381,  and 
S8S  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  U),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District. of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed 
$6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  includ¬ 
ing  such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international 
fairs  within  the  United  States;  $258,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  December  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with 
programs  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  Febru¬ 
ary  29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
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the  1947  'programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1946,  to  December  SI,  1947,  iriclusive:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $27,600,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under 
this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying 
out  such  programs,  including  the  peanut  marketing  quota 
program,,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to 
be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more  than  $7 ,109,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  section  S92,  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further.  That  payments  to 
claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of 
the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the 
Secretary  pay  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  con¬ 
servation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all 
other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and 
that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  for  payment  are  correct  and  tr\ie,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
'March  4i  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80):  Provided 
further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order 
(No.  9069)  of  February  23,  1943,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  em¬ 
ployees  or  any  State  or  county  information  employees, 
but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or 
supplying  of  information  to  individual  farmers:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  such  amount  shall  be  available  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  formulation  and  administration  of  the  1948  pro¬ 
grams  (amounting  to  $150,000,000,  including  adminis¬ 
tration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of 
the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the 
several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation  needs 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  provided  that  the  pro- 
.  portion  going  to  a  State  shall  not  be  changed  more  than 
15  percent  from  the  1946  distribution  and  that  no  partici¬ 
pant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil-building  prac¬ 
tices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices,  under  the. 
Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  programs 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with 
respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made, 
in  conformity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage 
and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserv¬ 
ing  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner 
and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  deter¬ 
mined  and  approved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective 
States:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his 
discretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in  auditing  pay¬ 
ments  under  this  item:  Provided  further.  That  such 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fer¬ 
tilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or 
any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to 
agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 
practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947,  1948,  and 
1949  programs  under  said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended:  Providing  further.  That  the  Secretary  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who 
complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural 
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conservation  'programs,  formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7 
to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Doinestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  determines 
that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  pre¬ 
vented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri¬ 
ation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 
payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources,”  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropri¬ 
ation  Act,  IQJfB:  Provided  further.  That  an  application 
for  payment  on  the  prescribed  forvn  is  filed  by  any  such 
farmer  {or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death, 
disappearance,  or  vncompetency  of  the  far7ner  binder 
regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  S85  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  a^nended  {7  U.  S.  C., 

1940  edition,  1385))  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his 
discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  19-47, 
whichever  is  later:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  any  | 

funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office, 
corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  pari  of  such 
Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the 
payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person  who 
has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  ^ 

prevent  pernicious  political  activities,”  approved  August  '.v 

2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  ' 

{18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate 
such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  payment  of  persovial  services  or  other  ex- 
penses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of 
Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropri¬ 
ation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Me^nber 
or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 


Marketing  Services; 

Market  news  service _  $38,  750 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 


the  following; 

To  provide  for  market  news  service  on 
wholesale  dressed  meat  on  the  west 
coast,  at  Los  Angeles  and  at  Portlands,  $25,  000 
.  To  provide  for  market  news  service  on 
cheese  and  related  products  in  Wis¬ 
consin _  13,  750 


Total _  38,  750 


The  committee  also  recommends,  after  the  words 
“dairy  and  poultry  products”,  the  addition  of  the 
following: 

{inchiding  broilers) 

Marketing  farm  products _  100,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
provide  $1,100,000  for  carrying  out  the  program,  which 
is  $300,000  below  the  estimate  of  $1,400,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$75,000  in  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  Marketing  Services,  for  a  total 
of  $2,286,000  for  the  limitation. 


Total,  Marketing  Services 


138,  750 
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Commodity  Exchange  Authority: 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limitation 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of  $12,000, 
to  provide  a  total  of  $153,000  for  the  limitation. 


Farmers  Home  Administration: 

Farm  tenant  loans _  $20,  000,  000 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  be 
deleted  from  the  bill; 

For  loans  under 

and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof : 

Title  I  and  section  43,  $20,000,000 
In  recommending  this  increase,  the  committee  is  of 
the  opinion  that  first  priority  should  be  given  to  appli¬ 


cations  from  veterans. 

Salaries  and  expenses - , - - - - -  6,  000,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Administration. 

Total,  Farmers  Home  Administration _  26,  000,  000 


Rural  Electrification  Administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _  h  000,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
salaries  and  expenses,  with  the  admonishment  to  the 
Administration  that  economies  should  be  effected  by 
reducing  the  higher-grade  employees  rather  than  the 
lower-grade  employees. 

Loans : 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  authorization 
to  borrow  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  in¬ 
creased  from  $225,000,000  to  $250,000,000. 


General  provisions: 

Terminal-leave  payments. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following 
section  be  added  to  the  bill: 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  he  expended 
for  personal  services  under  appropriations  in  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  December  21,  1944  (Public 
Law  525). 


Title  II — Government  corporations 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation -  4,  000,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
operating  expenses,  to  provide  a  total  of  $5,000,000. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  proviso  be 
added  to  the  bill: 

;  Provided  further.  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  used  to  insure  any  194$  or  subsequent  crop 
except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred  and  thirty-three 
counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty-seven  counties,  in 
accordance  with  Section  508  (a)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  and  five  additional  crops  in 
1948  under  the  provisions  of  Section  508  (a)  (2)  of  said 
Act,  as  amended,  including  corn  and  tobacco  in  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  fifty  counties  each  and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed  fifty-six 
counties,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  legislation. 
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Title  III — Reduction  in  appropriation 

Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural 
commodities: 

Tlie  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $8,000,000  in 
the  limitation  on  the  amount  of  funds  to  be  available  during 
1948  for  use  in  effectuating  the  purijoses  of  the  1935  act,  to 
provide  a  total  of  $48,000,000  of  available  sec.  32  funds. 


Total  increases - -  $137,834,460 


DECREASES  .4ND  LIMIT.VTIONS 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946: 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico  for 

agricultural  e.xperiment  stations. _ •_ _ 

The  committee  recommends  a  decrease  in  this  pro¬ 
gram  in  order  to  readjust  the  amount  in  conformity 
with  the  authorization  in  the  Act,  as  explained  under 
the  items  for  increases,  to  provide  a  total  of  $2,500,000. 

Agricultural  Research  Administration: 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  para¬ 
graphs  be  deleted  from  the  bill; 

To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  Territory  of  Alaska  as  he  may  designate, 
to  establish  and  maintain  a  program  for  research 
into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $144,940,  including  print¬ 
ing  and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  con¬ 
struction  or  accjuisition  of  necessary  buildings  and 
facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of  existing 
law.  In  carrying  out  such  program  the  Secretary 
is  authorized  to  u.se  such  authorities  as  have  here¬ 
tofore  been  made  available  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experi¬ 
ment  Station  of  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  by 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  to  cooperate 
with  the  University  of  Alaska  and  with  other  pub¬ 
lic  and  private  agencies.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  shall  be  effective  from  and  after  the  date 
of  the  enactment  hereof,  and  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  to  take  such  steps  and  to  issue  such 
regulations  as  he  may  determine  to  effectuate  the 
orderly  discharge  of  his  responsibilities  hereunder. 
There  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Secretary  the 
use  of  such  ecpiipment  and  other  facilities,  build¬ 
ings,  and  grounds  of  the  Territorial  agricultural 
experiment  station,  including  its  branches,  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  necessary,  other  than  any 
land  in  general  use  heretofore  for  other  university 
purposes,  and  the  Secretary  may  to  the  extent 
deemed  advisable  continue  the  employment  of  the 
existing  personnel  of  the  station.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  other  provision  of  law,  including  the  laws 
of  the  Territory  of  .4lF..ska,  there  am  liereby  trans¬ 
ferred  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  any  une.x- 
pended  balances  now  available,  and  any 'moneys 
hereafter  received  for  credit  thereto,  of  all  funcls 
heretofore  approjiriated  by  the  legislature  or  ac¬ 
quired  under  authority  of  law  for  the  construction, 
use,  and  development  of  the  Territorial  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  station,  the  availability  of  such 
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funds  to  be  unaflFected  by  this  transfer.  The 
moneys  so  transferred  shall  be  available  for  the 
settlement,  in  such  manner  as  the  Secretary  shall 
direct,  of  obligations  outstanding  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  H.YWAII,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto 
Rico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating 
to  agricultural  experiment  station's; 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead-.Jones,  and 
related  Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March 
2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  C.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379), 
$720,000;  Adams  Act,  the  Acl  approved  March  16, 
1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the 
Act  approved  February  24,  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361, 
366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000; 
Bankhead-Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  $2,661,268, 
none  of  which  shall  be  available  for  Alaska;  Hawaii, 
the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386- 
386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of 
Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as 
[  amended  (70  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extending  the 

benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congre.ss  to  Puerto  Rico, 
$90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  and 
I  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SAL.ARIES  A.ND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of 
research  with  States:  For  neces.sary  expenses,  in¬ 
cluding  not  to  exceed  $197,525  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Acts  approved  IVIarch  2,  1887,  March 
16,  1906,  F'ebruary  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928,  March 
4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts  amendatory 
thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383, 
386,  386d-386f),  relative  to  their  administration 
and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $211,000;  and  the 
Secretary  shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual 
financial  statement  required  under  the  above  Acts, 
ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research 
work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experi- 
!  ment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts 

with  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines, 
and  make  report  thereon  to  C'ongress. 
and  that  the  following  paragraphs  be  inserted  in  lieu 
thereof : 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 

,  To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  agencies  of 

the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  he  may  designate,  to 
establish  and  maintain  a  program  for  research  into 
the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of  the 
I  Territory  of  Alaska,  $100,000,  including  printing 

and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  the  acquisition  of  land  and 
''  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  necessary  buildings 


I 
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and  facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of  existing 
law,  including  the  construction  of  such  buildings  and 
facilities  upon  land  provided  by  the  Territory  or 
otherwise. 


Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and 
Puerto  Rico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  f  ollowing  Acts  relating 
to  agricultural  experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and 
related  Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2, 
1887  (7  U.  S.  C.,  S62,  363,  365,  368,  377-379), 
$720,000;  Adams  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16, 
1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the 
Act  approved  February  24,  1925  (7.  U .  S.  C.  361, 

366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000; 
Bankhead- J ones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427 g),  $2,663,708; 
Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386-386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of 
Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch 
Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936 
(7  U.  S.  C.  369a),  extending  the  benefits  of  the 
Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$27,500;  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $42,600;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (70 
U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  cer¬ 
tain  Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all, 
payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  $7,206,208. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  re¬ 
search  with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $197,525  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of 
the  Acts  approved  March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906, 
February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928,  February  23, 
1929,  March  4,  1931,  arid  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts 
amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361—363,  365-383, 
386—386f),  relative  to  their  administration  and  for 
the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial 
statement  required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain 
whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance  with  their 
provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of  the  State 
agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the 
lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of  the 
Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics _ 

The  reduction  recommended  by  the  committee  is 
in  the  necessary  expenses  for  conducting  the  program. 

The  committee  also  recommends  a  reduction  in 
the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  $76,700,  for  a  total  of  $305,000  for  the 
limitation. 


$245, 


[  AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948  25 

i 

1 

i^lood  control: 

1 

I  The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  proviso 
be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

Provided  further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the 
fiscal  years  1947  and  1948  for  works  of  improvement 
I  on  individual  watersheds  shall  be  in  the  respective 

amounts  set  forth  in  the  Department’s  bndget  justi¬ 
fications  to  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  and 
shall  not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be  necessary  by 
,  I  reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available  prior- 

year  balances. 

:  National  School  Lunch  Act -  $45,  000,  000 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  section 
be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Pub- 
,  lie  Law  396),  $45,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 

'  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching  funds 

from  sources  within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale 
of  lunches. 

and  that  the  following  be  inserted  under  title  III  on  sec.  32 
funds: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  {Public  Law 
396),  there  is  hereby  made  available  $76,000,000  of  the 
„  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  by  section  32 

of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ), 
such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 
limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclu¬ 
sive  of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence 
■  of  section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

'  Administration  of  agricultural  marketing  agreements 
1  and  orders _  525,  300 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  section  be 
deleted  from  the  bill: 

.\dministration  of  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreements  and  Orders 


For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
administer  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $525,300. 


46,  270,  300 


137,  834,  460 
46,  270,  300 


Total  decreases- 

Total  increase _ 

Total  decrease _ 


Net  increase _ 

;  Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate 


91,  564,  160 
663,  736,  426 
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[Report  No.  ] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  29  (legislative  day,  Aprii.  21),  1947 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

July  ,  1947 

Keported  by  Mr. - ,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  imrf  struck  tliroufch  jiiid  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 

6  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 

J.  64165 - 1 
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TITLE  I— GENEKAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
OEEIOE  OE  THE  SECRETARY 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  two  (one  at  not  to 
exceed  $3,000)  passenger  motor  vehicles;  travel  expenses, 
including  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the 
field;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight, 
express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred 
to  as  the  Department,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are 
provided  in  the  schedules  in  tlie  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  he  determined  by  the  Secretary  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  he  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however.  That 
if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the 


3 


1  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  he  trans- 

2  ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  he  increased  or 

3  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 

4  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of 

5  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  re- 

6  quirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such 

/ 

7  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Provided  further,  That,  of 

8  appropriations  herein  made  which  are  available  for  the  pur- 

9  chase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may  he  expended  for  each 

10  option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or  tracts  of  land: 

11  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by 

12  this  Act  shall  he  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 

13  .  employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee, 

14  or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  commission, 

15  or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  he  issued,  any  predic- 

16  tion,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threat- 

17  ened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to  future 

18  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same:  Provided  further, 

19  That,  except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or  incident  to 

20  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic 

21  product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
22"  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured 

23  from  commodities  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the  United 

24  States. 
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PENALTY  MAIL 

Eor  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of 
the  Department,  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944 
(39  U.  S.  C.  321d)  $3,486,000. 

EESEAPOH  AND  MAEKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  La^w  733) ,  including 
in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and  under  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head- J  ones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  administration, 
planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessaiy 
expenses  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the 
Act,  as  follows : 

Eor  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Eico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  IdjOOOyOOO  $2,- 
500,000,  of  whieb  sueh  amount  shall  he  allotahle  to 
Alaska  shah  he  transfciTod  to  and:  make  a  pa#  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  “Ees(‘aroh  ou  agricultural  ]»rohfems  of  Alaska---, 
without  matehiug  req-uuemeut;  Provided,  That  section  11 
of  said  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  aynended.  hy  said  Act  of 
August  14,  1946,  is  amended  hy  striking  out  “authorized  to 
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he  apjwopriated  yttdev  section  !)  (o)”  and,  insertinf/  in  lieu 
Ihereoj  '‘appropriated  pursuant  to  section  9  (a)''  ; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems 
l)ursiiant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  .12, 500, 000  $8- 
000, 000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  “Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946),  $270007000  $2,500,000; 

In  all,  $9,000,000  $9,500,000:  Provided,  That  such 
sums  as  may  l)e  necessary  for  penalty  mail  as  required  by  the 
Act  of  June  28,  1944,  may  be  transferred  to  the  regular 
departmental  appropriation  therefor :  Provided  further.  That 
for  necessary  ])rinting  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred 
to,  and  made  a  ])art  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  })hiding. 
Department  of  Agric,ulture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to 
any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  wliich  it  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall 
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))e  ill  addition  to  aiiioiiiits  traiisl'erred  or  otlierwise  made  avail¬ 
able  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the  Department:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  no  ])art  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
availalile  for  work  relating  to  hsh  or  shellfish  or  any  product 
thereof. 

OFFIOE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the  use 
of  law  libraries  b}^  attorneys  in  the  held  service,  $27025-,0Q0 
$2,225,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  hscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation; 
and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  $475-97,000  $1,500,000: 
Provided,  however.  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appro¬ 
priations  or  authoj-izations  for  the  current  hscal  year  shall  at 
any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respec- 
tively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for,  such  year,  the  amounts 
transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  hi  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
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of  tlie  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the 
requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 

OEFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shaU  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total . 
appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $533,000;  for  prepara¬ 
tion  and  display  of  exhibits,  $128,400;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures,  $67,400 :  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  of  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers  to  this  appro- 
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priation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in 
the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be 
transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amoiint 
which  may  he  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions:  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more  ad¬ 
vantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office 
of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these 
purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided,  further,  That  in 
the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
emplojunent  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
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(5  U.  S.  0.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600)  :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  used  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or 
for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except  that 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  maj^  be  used  to  maintain  the  San 
Francisco  radio  office. 

FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  includ¬ 
ing  all  of  its  hureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services, 
except  as  otherwise  provided,  $1,607,000,  including  the 
I)urchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles 
published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Report 
of  the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915 
(7  U.  S.  0.  418) ,  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108) ,  and 
in  pursuance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44 
U.  S.  C.  214,  224),  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000 
for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent 
out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
J.  64165 - 2 
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direct,  but  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants 
of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1919 
(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  re¬ 
port  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) , 
as  authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  241)  ;  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may 
transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropriation  made 
for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Eesources” 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding 
in  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry 
into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
approved  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection 
with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated 
for  administering  tho  provisions  of  tho  Agih'ultural  Marketing 
Agrecanent  Aet  of  44)37  -ff  4A  Sr  44  fi08e  498d-)-,-  fsueh 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  ])inding  in  eon- 
neetion  therewith  to  carrtj  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  23 
of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as 
amended,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and 
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1  hinding  in  connection  with  the  activities  under  section  3^: 

2  Provided  further,  Tliat  the  total  amount  that  may  he  trans- 

3  ferrecl  muler  the. authority  granted  in  the  i)recedino-  proviso 

4  shall  not  exceed  $170,000. 

5  LIBRAEY,  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 

6  For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 

7  books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 

8  and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not  to 

9  exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
19  the  Secietary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  asso- 

11  ciations  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a 

12  price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 

13  members;  $660,000,  of  whicb  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may 

14  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

15  BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
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For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$4-,-88 7,000  $2,387,000  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Cohmd)ia,  including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the 
purchase  of  l)ooks  of  refei’ence,  periodicals,  and  newspapers, 
as  follows : 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural 
production,  distribution,  land  utihzation,  and  conservation 
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1  in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 

2  practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 

3  of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 

4  farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro- 

5  duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 

6  products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and 

7  income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 

8  their  variations  and  trends,  $17743,(100  $2,248,600 :  Pro- 

9  vided.  That  no  ])art  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 

10  made  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 

11  under  the  heading  “Economic  investigatioiis”  shall  he  used 

12  for  State  and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting 

13  cidtural  surveys,  or  for  tlie  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

14  Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 

15  abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  puh- 

16  hshing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live- 

17  stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 

18  stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 

19  value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  production, 

20  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin  pur- 

21  suant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  0.  556b) ,  and 

22  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 

23  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 

24  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400:  Provided, 
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That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  he  avail¬ 
able  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or 
publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the 
acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 

RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $428,000. 

INTERNATIONAL  PRODUCTION  CONTROL 

COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  the  ap¬ 
propriations  “Salaries  and  expenses.  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration”  and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United 
States  as  a  member  of  the  International  Wheat  Advisorv 
Committee,  the  International  Sugar  Council,  or  like  events 
or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction  of  agricultural  sur¬ 
pluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropriations,  to¬ 
gether  with  traveling  and  other  necessary  expenses  relating 
thereto. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


14 


EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 

\ 

Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcliam,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ivetcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  0.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7 
IT.  S.  0.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  section 
23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l), 
$8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0. 
386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the 
Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $274,000;  in  all,  Capper-Retchum, 
Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950, 
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SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 
I]or  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341- 
348 ) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and  the 
several  States,  Tenitories,  and  insular  possessions,  $827,200, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  he  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
AGEIOULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADIMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administeatoe 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and 
furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  without 
reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property, 
valued  at  approximately  $9,750,  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Mary¬ 
land,  consisting  of  approximately  88  acres  of  land 
known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approximately  40 
acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract:  Provided, 
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That  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are 
rendered  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reim¬ 
bursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including 
handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
(including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for 
services,  supplies,  equipment  and  materials  furnished,  stores 
of  which  may  he  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building 
construction,  alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center 
in  (‘arrying  out  the  purjjoses  of  such  ap])lical)le  a])propriations 
and  the  applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their 
proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation :  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Eesearch 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however.  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con- 
stnicting  any  one  building  ( excepting  headhouses  connecting 
greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for 
construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall 
be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the 
fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Eesearch  Administra¬ 
tor,  whicheyer  is  greater. 
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Special  Reseaech  Fund,  Depaetment  of 

Ageicultuee 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 
Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b, 
427c,  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work, 
including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and 
printing  the  residts  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by 
such  agencies  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  or  establish,  and  to  which  he  may  make  allot¬ 
ments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  whicli  amount  $785,200 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
research  laboratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural 
regions  provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 

Reseaech  on  Steategic  and  Ceitical  Ageicultueal 

Mateeials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946, 
in  connection  with  natural  ruhher,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000;  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Government  surjdus 
without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consisting  of 
J.  64165 - 3 
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approximately  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  acres  known 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  acres  of  the 
Guidotti  tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Arguelo  tract,  and  twenty- 
five  acres  of  the  Alisal  industrial  site  (all  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  Sahnas,  California) ,  including  improvements  and 
laboratory  facilities  and  equipment  thereon,  and  personal 
property,  valued  in  all  (procurement  cost)  at  approximately 
$865,000. 

Heseaecii  on  Aoktcultural  Problems  of  Alaska 


enable  the  Secretary,  throitgk  sneh  nhieees  and 
enqdoyiH^s  of  the  Jlepaetment  of  Agrienltnre  and  the  Tco-ri 
tnry  of  A-laako  as  he  may  designate^  to  eatahhh  and  maintain 
a  ])rogriini  ha  researeh  into  the  hasie  agrienhural  needo  and 
])rohhnis  of  the  IkuTitory  of  -Vlaska  $44-4-, 9  lOy  inehiding 
printing  and  hindingy  the  employment  of  personal  services 


in  the 
tion  of 


and  the  eons-trnetion  or  aeq;uisi- 
nldings  and  faedhies  without  regard  to 


restrietions  of  existing  fawe  4n  carrying  ont  such  program 
the  Secretary  is  authoriiied  to  use  such  authorities  as  have 


heretofore  been  made  available  hv  the  hegislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agrieulturaf  Exquahnent  Stthion 
of  the  ITniversitv  of  lyaska^  and  by  the  laws  of  the  brnited 
Statesj  and  to  cooperate  with  the  Idniversity  of  Alaska  and 
with  other  public  and  piuvate  agencies.  The  provisions  of 
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I'l  aaees  aew  availakley  aad  aay  moneys  kerealter  reeeived  ler 
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straetieay  asey  aad  developmeirt  el  tke  Tcrriterial  agricul 
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6  es©c¥H©ewte  statioiif© 


7  Hatcli7  Adaais,-  Purnell,  Rankkcad-Jenes^  aed  related 

8  Aets-7  Hatch  Aety  the  Act  approved  March  Sy  -i-887-  -fe  Ph  St 

9  ddSy  dddy  dOhy  WSy  37^379f,  $7203)00;  xVdams  Aety 

10  the  Act  appre-Y-ed  ^4areh  44y  4000  -fa  Hr  Sr  Or  300fy 

11  $720y000-y  PuriieU  Aety  the  Act  approved  EA^raary  24y 
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13  $2-,8S03)00 ;  Bankhead  Joaea  Aet_  thte  4  el  the  Act  ap- 
34  ])roved  rOaw  20y  4000  -fa  4A  Sr  Pk-  -l2TO42-7-g-)-,  $2,064,2(18, 
15  ftoae  el  wldeli  shah  he  avail  able  ler  Alaska-;  Hawaii,  the 
Id  Act  approved  ^4ay  40y  4028  -f7  40  Sr  PP  380  386b-), 
1"^  extending  the  benefits  el  certain  Acts  el  Congress  te  the 
18  Territory  el  Hawaii,  $00y0'007  Piierte  Rico,  the  Act 
3-9  approved  March  R  403  ly  as  amended  -fhO  44  Sr  PP  380d 

^3-  te  -Pacato  Bhe,  $90,000;  In  ahy  payments  te  Statesy  Hawaii, 

and  Puerto  -Rieo,  $7-,401,208t 
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To  enable,  the  Secret(n\i/,  lliroii(/h  .such  ofiencies  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  he  niag  designate,  to  establish 
and  maintain  a  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricul¬ 
tural  needs  and  problems  of  the  'Terr dor g  oj  Alaska., 
$W(),0()0,  including  printing  and  binding,  the  emplogment 
of  persona!  semdees  in  the  District  oj  (lolumbia,  the  acijuisi- 
tion  of  land  and.  the  construction  or  aciiuisition  of  necessarg 
buildings  and  facilities  unthont  regard  to  restrictions  of  exist¬ 
ing  law,  including  the  construction  of  such  buildings  and 
facilities  upon  land  provided  bg  the  Territorg  or  otherwise. 
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Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND 

PUERTO  RICO 

For  paiinienis  to  the  States,  Ilairaii,  AIosIm,  and  Puerto 
liico  to  he  paid  (puarterlp  rn  advance,  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  folloivuiy  Acts  relaliny  to  ayricuJtural 
cxperiinent  stations : 


lUdch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- 1  ones,  and  related 
^IcAs;  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U. 
S.  a.,  862,  368,  868,  868,  877-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  8.  C.  861,  366,  870,  871,  373-376,  880, 
382),  $2,880,000 ;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act 
approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427y), 
$2,668,708 ;  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved.  May  16,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  886-886b) ,  extendvny  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  (Jo)iyress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved.  February  28,  1929  (7  U.  8.  C. 
886c),  extendiny  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provisions  of  section  2  of 
the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  8.  C.  369a),  ex¬ 
tendiny  the  benefits  of  the  Adecns  and.  Purnell  Acts  to  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $27,500;  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $42,500; 
Puerto  Pico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended 
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(70  U.  S.  C.  386d-S86f),  extending  tlte  benefits  of  certain 
Jets  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Pico,  $00,000;  in  all,  pagments 
to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Pico,  $7,206,208. 


SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

J(iniinist)  ation  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  nccessarg  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$107,7)25  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columhia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 


1887,  March  16,  1006,  Fehruarg  24,  1025,  May  16, 
1028,  Fehruarg  23,  1020,  March  4,  1031,  and  June  20, 
1036,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363, 
365-383,  386-386f ) ,  relative  to  their  administration  and 
for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment 


station  in  Puerto  Pico,  $211 ,000 ;  and  the  Secretary  shall 


prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required 
under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are 
in  accordance  with  their  provisimis,  coordinate  the  research 
ivork  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of 
the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report  thereon 
to  Congress. 

Federal  Experinieiit  Station,  Puerto  Kieo:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Eico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration, 
and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 
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Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  Jiecessaiy,  including  not  to  exceed 
06 1,840  for  departmental  personal  services 
in  tlie  District  of  Coluni1)ia,  for  carrying  ont  tlie  ])ro visions 
of  the  xlct,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry,  and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned 
with  the  livestock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic 
raising  of  fur-l)earing  animals,  as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supple- 
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mentary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place, 
nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation 
for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspec- 
tioii  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall 
belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or 
corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered 
for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided  further,  That 
out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  ex¬ 
ceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value 
of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage  thereof;  that  no 
payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount  paid  or  to  be 
paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and  municipality  where 
the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no  case  shall 
any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  hvestock,  the  inspection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the 
inspection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
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with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  0.  102)  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522),  and  the  in¬ 
spection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,197. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  law’s 
relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products, 
$5,000,000  -$11 J 40, 000,  for  deposit  in  the  Jheaisury  of  the 
Fnited  States  as  a  working  capital  htod^  without  fiscal  year 
li-mitatiou^  to  he  designated  as  the  ^4eat  inspection  fund-7 
which  shall  he  availahle  for  all  ex])ens(‘s  necessary  to  furnish 
an  adcfparte  and  efiieient  inspection  or  se-Fvh'ej  and  h 
every  })erson,-  firm,  public  agency^-  or  other 

or  service  under  said  law’Sj  h 
of  meat  and  meat  food  products  ofiered  for 
or  export  and  the  mspcction  of  horse  meat  and 

iH n  oil  nil  'f'  -f  ]'>  f\  TIV\-i  f /"^/l  ft  41  f  o  aj_L 

TtTwr/tTtTviT^  ollilii  I  Jet  y  IIIL  k_7  I  <  1 1  L  o  Tilv  Xv  1  vix  TxT 

with  regulations  preserihed  hy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  at  rates  and  fees  to  he  fixed  hy  him,  which  paymentSj 
to  he  dc Hi  tlio  moiit  insj^oction  shnll 

fmnishing  of  such  inspection  or  scrviccy  including  scientific 
and  technical  investigations  and  lahoratory  servicesy  investi¬ 
gations  relatmg  to  violations  ofi  and  authorized  exemptions 
uiulcr,-  the  laws4  relating  to  Federal  meat  ins])eetion;  super- 
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ees-ta  j  ^x^-sonal  gtei-’yaeos  'm  ihe 
t«Kl  to  6447  i4  44i4e^=f6 

Efi-!|4eyae!4  Af4  el  4444A  ee-ne+ded-j  ine+f  +« Ike  Disiwel 
el  N^eliuttl)ia-  m-el  efeevekeie^  ])uiH‘kte^t^  awd  kwe  el  })assiai^ef 
ffie^eF  vokielas ;  ae4  kktdie^j  leelieke^  tke  pw-ekaae 

el  peieted  tegay  labcda^  stamps,  ami  eeetlkeatea  as  aatkeei^ed 
k¥  Ike  Ael  el  t^eptemkee  1 914  -fe  4A  Ist  kky  l-31f  ;• 
ami  other  eeeessaey-  f-xpeeses-r  Prorkhd,  4kat  the  Seertlary 
el  Ag-rieultnre  may  mpere  advance'  payment-  peslln^  el 
kendsv  er  ether  assnranee  el  paynKmt,  m  erder  te  preleel  Ike 
inleresls  el  ike  hmke^  Staleys,  and  may  wrtkhedd  er  vhlk- 


er  lems,  er  lalkrre'  le  jeremrk'  ike  refpiireA  assnranee  el  pay- 
menl-7  Pvomdvd  fuHher,  ¥kal  mspeehen  em  elker  leeknieal 
serviecs  may  he  rendered  le  hlevemmenl  aed  elker  pahUe 

m  d\c<  n  T\/  \-i'\  n  'i~  n  41:1 1\  ^  /I  /~4/m  \  /•!  tI  i  /\T  t  LI 

V  11  L  ll  o  J  14  iJv  *11  1  V.  M  IIL  n  ly  1 11 1  vtv  1  I ITv  1 4,  JlHio  ill  111  v  "  /II LU.  I zOll  J  Iv.  1  v  111 

provided  :■  Promded  further,  ddial  a  sehednle  el  okli^’ations 
and  reimbnrsenmnis  el  Ike  meatdnspeetlen  kmdy  as  el  Ike 
elese  el  ike  lasi  eempleled  kseal  yearj  and  as  estimaled  ler 

-fi  yy]  yr/Ayi  yq  o]>  1]  ]>/-\  i  i  >/a1  14 irl  jja  f  ]  \/^\ 

xlTTtTctT  vxTttToy  nllll  11  TTtr  11 1 VT 1  llkt  L  i.1  TiT  I  111. 

le  Cengress  annnakys  And  pnenided 
te  shall  ke  made  ler  mspeetlon  er  service 
rendered  en  and  alter  didy  A  4-94-7-7 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) , 
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regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $2907000  $340,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum; 
The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May 
12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  appropriations  are  herein  made  to  carry  into 
effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHER 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  fhe 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia, 
or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or 
European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 
including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 
future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poul¬ 
try)  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated 
by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and 
irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar 
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circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations,  $100,000,  together  with  such  sums 
from  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary 
may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency 
which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  coun¬ 
try:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 
purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat, 
egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  hut  in  case  of  ap¬ 
praisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any 
such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production, 
or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  erner- 
gency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretar}^,  the  payment  by  the 
United  States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not 
exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements :  Provided  further, 
That  poultry  may  l)e  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including 
not  to  exceed  $5007^400  $540,912  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  May  29,  1924  (7  TJ.  S.  (I  401-404) ,  including  investiga¬ 
tions,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  industry, 
for  cariying  out  the  apphcable  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May 
9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  relating  to  process  or 
renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946 
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(Public  Law  427) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S. 
C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation  of  process 
or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

For  repair  of  buildings,  fence,  electric  line  and  feed 
bunk,  recently  damaged  by  tornado  at  the  dahy  field  station. 
Woodward,  Oklahoma,  $5,300. 

Buep]au  of  Plant  Industey,  Soils,  and  Ageicultiieal 

Engineeeing 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  produciion  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agricultm’e ;  plant  diseases, 
including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  ])rocessi'ig,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 
possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ¬ 
ing  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing 
in  this  comitry;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
as  follows: 

Field  crops:  Foi’  investigations  on  the  production,  im- 
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provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums, 
soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide, 
and  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industrv,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  surplus  with¬ 
out  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 
by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  per¬ 
mit  from  the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels 
of  land,  totaling  in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres, 
situated  at  Chapman  Field  Military  Beservation,  Dade 
County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement  cost)  at  approxi¬ 
mately  $7,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  ^359^^80  $379,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural 
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use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irri¬ 
gated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by 
crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $l-,-391-700Q 
$1,491,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  includ¬ 
ing  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanita¬ 
tion,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their  appur¬ 
tenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  amt  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building  plans 
and  specifications ;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineering 
problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $037,000. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C. 
191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council, 
$436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $350,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  acquisition  of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed 
$2,500  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
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1  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 

2  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) . 

3  Southern  Great  Plains  Pield  Station:  For  replacement 

4  and  repair  of  buildings,  equipment  and  supphes,  utilities, 

5  fences  and  other  general  repairs  and  clean-up  operations 

6  from  damages  due  to  the  recent  tornado  at  Woodward, 

7  Oklahoma,  $45,600. 

8  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  < 

9  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

10  For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

11  demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 

12  entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 

13  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to  agri- 

14  culture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 

15  bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  msects  and  related 

16  pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 

17  destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 

18  ways  of  utilizmg  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 

19  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 

20  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7 

21  IT.  S.  0.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 

22  141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  149)  and 

23  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a) ,  authorizing  the 

24  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
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insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven, 
and  not  to  exceed  $69-2-, 4)00  $709, MO  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  tmck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in¬ 
vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 
of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange 
with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other 
arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment,  and  appara¬ 
tus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradica¬ 
tion  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  and  for 
investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including  methods 
of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their  applica¬ 
tion,  $2,961,300. 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control:  For  carrying  out  oper¬ 
ations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre¬ 
vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 
weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths, 
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Dutch  elm  disease,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal 
rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil,  including  the 
enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation  with 
States  to  enforce  plant  quarantmes  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton- 
free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 
of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  Febmary 
8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 
plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the 
interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been 
transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  quarantine 
laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  In- 

04-7,  /oo 

spection  Act  (7  IT.  S.  C.  166),  $2,697,100 

t 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to 
pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or 
other  property  injured  or  destroyed :  Provided  further,  That, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  he  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil 
in  any  State  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  neces¬ 
sary  to  accomplish  this  purpose,  or  for  barbeny  eradication 
until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall 
have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States, 
counties,  or  local  authorities,  or  l)y  individuals  or  organiza¬ 
tions  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose :  Provided  fur- 
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ther,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures 
from  this  appropriation  shall  be  made  for  applying  methods 
of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where  meas¬ 
ures  for  the  removal  and  destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal 
lands  suffering  from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force, 
provided  such  removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential 
or  appropriate  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor 
until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall 
have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State, 
comity,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  organizations 
concerned :  Provided,  hoivever,  That  expenditures  incurred  for 
removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non- 
Eederal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further, 

\ 

That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the 
removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  ehn 
disease  except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  Grovernment  of  the  United  States, 
or  on  property  included  within  local  experimental  control 
areas. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7 
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U.  S.  0.  151-167) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7  U.  S.  C. 
141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  C. 
149 ) ,  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they 
pertam  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement 
of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended, 
and  for  inspection  and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  prod¬ 
ucts  to  meet  the  sanitary  requirements  of  foreign  countries, 
as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(7U.  S.  0.  147a) ,  $2,000,000. 

CONTROL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND 

PLANT  DISEASES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
148-148e),  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 
employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
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1  exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

2  Columbia,  as  follows: 

3  .  Agricultural  chemical  investigations :  For  conducting  the 

4  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  May  15,  1862 

5  (5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  application  of  chem- 

6  istry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical,  physical, 

7  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds, 

8  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used  in  the 

9  manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the  physiological 

10  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  products 

11  and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of 

12  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 

13  starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for 

14  such  purposes;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the 

15  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for  frozen  pack 

16  investigations;  $511,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to 

17  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry,  from 

18  Government  surplus  without  compensation  therefor,  a  cer- 

19  tain  parcel  of  real  property  of  approximately  one  acre  (con- 

20  sisting  of  lots  37  and  38  of  Deal  and  Kreiser  Subdivision, 

21  and  lots  24  and  25  of  tract  728  in  the  city  of  Pasadena, 

22  California) ,  valued  at  approximately  $15,800. 

23  Naval-stores  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of 
21  naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 
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the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  im¬ 
proved  equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval 
stores;  and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation, 
and  utihzation  of  naval  stores;  $152,550. 

Eegional  research  laboratories:  Por  continuing  the  re 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292) ,  including  research  on 
food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity 
and  equipment  storage  building  at  the  Western  Eegional 
Eesearch  Laboratory  located  at  Albany,  California. 


Bureau  of  Human  Hutritton  and  Home  Economics 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $38l77'00  $305,000  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 
relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for  food, 
clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special  suggestions 
of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  in¬ 
vestigations,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as 
have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home, 
and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on  this  subject, 
$800,000. 
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WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  approved  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  0.  594a) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000, 
of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  he  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  for  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust 
on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United 
States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount 
to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for 
leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire  program, 
method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  hut  not  confined  to, 
the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

SAIiAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 

$1-7055,378  $1,083,378  for  personal  services  in  the  District 

of  Columbia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  jmi" 
\ 

suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
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1  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) ,  and  the  replace- 

2  ment  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  District’  of 

3  Columbia;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations  and 

4  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 

5  liunbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 

6  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside 

7  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 

8  woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 

9  and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 

10  and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 

11  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 

12  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces- 

13  sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 

45  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and  of  con- 
45  necting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the 

47  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected, 

48  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 

49  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which 
20  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro- 
24  priations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Porest  Service  by  an 

22  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  build- 

23  ing  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  administer,  and 

24  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 

25  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil 
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1  waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to 

2  ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national 

3  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to 

4  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate, 

5  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 

6  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Provided,  That 

7  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “National 

8  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed 

9  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire  cooperation” 

10  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Printing  and  bind- 

11  ing.  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest  fire  prevention 

12  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows : 

13  General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis- 

14  tration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000 

15  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Peserva- 

16  tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 

17  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

18  National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 

19  administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 

20  and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab- 

21  lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 

22  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 

23  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 

24  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 

25  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 
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exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro¬ 
tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ¬ 
ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct 
purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  im¬ 
provements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not 
to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure) ,  equipment, 
and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ; 
control  of  destructive  forest  tree  diseases  and  insects ; 
timber  cultural  operations ;  development  and  application 
of  fish  and  game  management  plans;  propagation  and 
transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
arid  portions  of  the  national  forests ;  estimating  and 
appraising  of  timber  and  other  resources  and  development 
and  apphcation  of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale, 
and  use ;  examination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal 
of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law 
and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests 
that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under 
the  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912 
(16  U.  S.  0.  506-509) ,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (16  U.  S.  0.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of 
water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
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interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$-23,-764,891  $24,014,891,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,- 
000  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  admin¬ 
istration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes, 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meet¬ 
ing  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  5^ear. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i),  including  -  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  sil¬ 
vicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investi¬ 
gations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 
management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7, 
at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 
$2,475,000. 
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Eorest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
% 

of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,00(>7000  $1,250,000,  of 
which  at  least  $1 1,050  shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the 
utilization  of  waste  woods. 

Forest  resom’ces  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $572,000  $822,000. 

FOEEST-FIEE  COOPEEATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  agencies  in  forest-lire  prevention  and  suppression 
'and  the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  1 ,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564-570) , 
$9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FAEM  AND  OTHEE  PEW  ATE  FOEESTEY  COOPEEATION 

To  enable  4he  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  indus¬ 
tries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest 
management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to 
States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained- 
yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber  resources, 
the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabilization  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries,  and 
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to  carry  into  effect,  throiigli  such  agencies  of  the  Department  ^ 
as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm 
Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  0.  568b) , 

(not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections 
4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766) , 
of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  0.  567-568) , 
and  Acts  supplementary  thereto ;  in  all,  not  to  exceed 
$809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  pur¬ 
chase  of  necessary  buildings,  and  other  improvements : 
Provided,  That  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  he  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to  acquire 
land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Week’s  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521) ,  $500^000  $750,000, 
to  he  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  pui'chase  priee 
of  any  lands  acquired;  the  administrative  cost  of  such  acqui- 
sitimi  to  be  met  from  the  appropriation  “National  Forest 
Protection  and,  Management . 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  origi- 
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nating  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following 
national  forests,  in  accordance  wdth  the  provisions  of  the 
following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest 
receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National 
Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 
as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act 
of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Eiverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law^  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyahe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law^  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,-  California,  Act  of 
June  11,  1940  (Puhhc  Law^  589) ,  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOBEST  LOADS  AND  TRAILS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 
November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 
23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
Service  administration,  (1)  fl-OJlOOjOOO  $11,000,000  for 
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1  forest  development  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,3007000 

2  $8,300,000  for  forest  highways,  which  sums  arts  author- 

3  ized  to  he  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  December  20, 

4  1044  (Public  Law  521),  in  all,  $1573007000  $19,300,000 

5  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  $109,330  for  per- 

6  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia) ,  to  be  imme- 

7  diately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 

I 

8  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the 

9  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings 

10  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 

11  supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  main- 

12  tenance,  hut  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 

13  altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 

14  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 

15  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
10  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
1"^  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
13  such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

19  FLOOD  CONTROL 

29  Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
31  with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as 
22  amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examina- 
33  ^tions  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 

/,S'o<^,ooo 

31  ^^^5007000",  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
35  Columbia,  to  be  immediate^  available  and  to  remain  avail- 
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able  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be  merged  the  un¬ 
expended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  for  flood  control  purposes :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of 
lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  with¬ 
out  specific  approval  of  the  county  hoard  of  supervisors  of 
the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated 

That  aheeations  of  funds  for  tlio  hsoal  years  1947 
and  1948  for  works  of  improvement  on  imlividual  watei^heds 
in  tho  rcsneefiwe  amoants  set  forth  in  the 


-Budget 


Jj.  4^^  4 /-\  t-l  /"vnOi-y 

t^l7  I  j  IL  -1 J- 


Committee  and  shah  not  he 
necessary  by  reason  of  a 
prior  yetn^  balances,  ik 


a  •¥  -r  i  jyy 

i to  1 1  lit  \  ' 


tse  in  the  esth 


SOIL  CONSEBVATION  SEBVICE 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  Aprh  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and 
soil  and  water  conservation,  includmg  not  to  exceed 
$8 3 8', 500  $875,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation 
and  maintenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection 
or  alteration  of  permanent  buildings:  Proirided,  That  the 
cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved, 
exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or 


Provided  further,  that  $1,000,000  of  the  funds  hereby  appropriated  shall 
be  used  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  in  the  watershed^^of 
the  upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  rivers  and  their  tributaries. 
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sanitary  system  and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such 
building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings 
are  acquired  in  conjmiction  with  land  being  purchased  for 
other  purposes  and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  con¬ 
structed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building: 
Provided  further,  That  no  money  appropriated  in  this 
Act  shall  he  available  for  the  construction  of  any  such 
building  on  land  not  owned  ])y  the  (jovernment :  Provided 
further,  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where  the  State 
has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized  to  enter 
into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of  its 
agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  con¬ 
servation  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 
district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agenc}^  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 
as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 
erosion,  soil  and  mositure  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 
logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 
regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 
Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
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work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  water¬ 
sheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $0-7-3,000 
$1,423,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preventive 
measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 
siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement  of  farm 
irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and  operation 
of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conservation  plans 
and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  EETIEEMENT  OF 
SUBMAKGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


52 


PEODUOTION  AND  MAKKETING 
ADMINISTEATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Eesources 


¥e¥ 


lo  eiia^c  tlie  8ceretaFv  te 


ea^iy  cEcct  Eie  previsieRS  el  scetiens  ^  TPy  ineluslvej 
el  Eie  8eil  Consca’vation  aR4  Doincetie  Allotment  Aetj  ap- 
pre\'ed  Eebmar}-  ^Oy  l-O-^Gy  as  amended  -(4^  Ur  ^  Or  59Qg- 
r)90q ) ,  and  tde  provisionH  el  tbe  Ag-rieultui-al  Adjiintmcnt 
Aet  el  49d8y  as  amended  -(4  44  gr  Cv  1281-  -1 197-)-  (exeept 
tbe  peevisiens  el  seetiens  29-1-,  dOSy  3U3y  381,  and  d8d  and 
tbe  peevisiens  el  idles  3A  and  44-y  inelnding  peesenal  scev- 
lees  in  ike  Disleiet  el  Colnmkiay  nel  le  exeeed  $6,000  lee 
ike  peepai'alien  and  display  el  exkikits,  inckiding  seek  dis¬ 
plays  al  glaley  inteeslatej  and  inteenational  ledes.  within  ike 
United  gtales-;  $165,614,290,  le  remain  avadakle  nnld  De- 
dly  1948y  lee  eomplianee  wkk  peogeams  nndee  said 
s  el  ike  Agriculliiral  Adjnstmenl  Ael  el  4038,  as 
amended,  and  Ike  Ael  el  -Udnnary  20y  40-30y  as  amemledy 
dneing  Ike  period  Only  4y  1946,  le  Deoember  34y  1 94- 7j 
indusweT  -Previfledj  4kal  nel  le  exeeed  $45,OQOyOOO  el 
Ike  lekd  snm  provided  nnder  Ikis  head  shall  ke  available 
dneing  Ike  eneeenl  fiseal  yeaej  lee  salaries  and  other  ad- 
ministrative  expenses  lee  eaer^diig  enl  snek  progTams,  knl 
nel  mere  ikan  $1,950,000  skak  ke  leanslerred  le  Ike  ap- 
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''Aclmiinstrntivc  3^,- 

At*l  f4  1938’^ :  PvovkJvd  fm4he^ 
That  paynicaits  lo  her-eim4(a‘  l)e  n-pon  Ifee 

oertifi-eafe  ol  ll+e  ela-HHaftl,  wkiok  ke  ia  fatak 

form  as  ika  8aeaelaiy  laa'V"  P'F‘('H aril ) a ,■  tkat  ka  kas  earned  oiil 
ika  oenHorvatioii  pi-atliea  aa  ]ffiK‘tioes  aak  kas  oonipliod  wkk 

ttTT  tiTrtt^r  1  “ntlTTi  1 1  1 1 >  rrN  l  l ^irttri iiM ih  l nr  jhm i  1 1  777TTTnTjTrT^  tTftTt 


Ikal  lira  slataH-a^iils  aak  k 


/  1  1  ■!>  1  ^  ^  1  I  \  1  ^ 

1  Ttri!  rriii“ll  \  ill 


4<taa  I’ar  payiaeaf  ara  aarraat  aad  Irae;  la  ika  kast-  af  ‘kk 
knawlad;^'!'  aad  ktkiak  aadar  ika  paaaikas  al  ika  Aat-  a^  Ma-rak 
4^  4-m^  as  amaakad  -(kK  -k^  ^  kk  4^mk4ed  fnt^hvt^ 

Tkat  aaaa  al  tka  faiuls  luaaiii  aata'aawatak  ar  fwaka  avaikkrla 


lar  laaataaas  assi+p+ak  la  ika 

\  11 1 1  T*^in fill ^  n \  <  1 1 «ni  11^/^  < ^A-»»  /  O/  /\4 

^  \ 11\  >  I  M ll  r^nn  1 1 \  Ttr  t  in*  l  jA“1  Itrl  V  l  in  m  I  it,  Tr\  f  \  f*r r  ttt 

February  1 912,  skall-  ka  asak  la  pay  ika  sakmas  ar 
axpaasas  al  aay  ta^mal  kkaamakaa  aiHfkay^a^s  ar  a+hy 
Klata  ar  cauiity  kilonitakaii  aapkayaas;  kal  trlks  skak  aat 
pmkaka  4ka  aas-woriito'  al  kaj-a+i4as  ar  supplying  al  laka^aia  ■ 
kaa  la  iiikivikaal  laaa  ic'i's  I  'j'H  n  1  a t  aa  ktiiks 

skak  ka  a^aila])]a  lar  salarias  ar  alkar  adannislraliw  cx})oitsas 
ia  aaaaaaliaa  wllk  ika  kaa+alaliaa  ar  adaaakilrakfH-i:  al  aay 
1918  pra^aaa  af  sail  kakdm^'  pmakaas  aak  sak-  aak  watar- 
oons(vF¥atian  praotlaes,  under  ika  Aal  al  F okruaay  21k  T936, 
as  amandad,  ar  pFagaan-HS  aakaa  ika  Agaiaaknaal  Adjuslmaat 
Aal  al  T9-38,  as  ainoiikaky  ax-aa])t  thosa  partaiikii^  la  niarkat- 
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1  ({iiotas  imde^  -latter  Aet :  ProridocI  That  -tha 

2  8eefetM\¥  may,-  w  hla  ehaer-etiety  fraia  tmre  te  time  transfer 

3  to  tfe"  Oenoral  Aeaeniithig  Offiae  aneh  stnns  as  may  ho  noeos- 

4  sary  to  pay  adniiiiistrativo  expenses  o^  said  Ofeoo  in  andhing 

5  pa VI non ts  under  this  item  ■:  Prmdd-ed  That  sneh 

6  amount  shah  ho  available  lor  tho  pnrohaso  ol  soodsy  ferti- 

7  Ifeorsy  lime-,  troesy  or  any  other  larming;  niatcaials-,  or  any 
3  soil — terra ( an ^  sor-vteosy  and  n lahii grants  thereof  to  agyi- 
9  enltural  prodneers  to  aid  them  in  (-‘arryin^  ont  farming 

dO  t>y  tho  8i-orotary  in  tho  4h4T  program 

hi  an  dor  said  Aet  of  Febraar  v  hfe  4hht4y  as  amondedr  P-t^o  tPPd, 

12  furfltorj  That  tho  Beerotary  is  aathori^d  and  diroctod  to  maht^ 

13  payments  to  farmers  who  oomphod  with  tho  terms  and  oon- 
11  ditions  of  tho  agi-h-^ahand  oonsorvation  programsy  formalatod 
15  pursuant  to  so(4ions  ^  to  Toy  inofastvor  of  tho  Boh  Conserva- 

r 

1^  tion  and  hfemestio  Ahotmont  Aefe  as  amondody  if  tho  Beere- 
1"^  tmw  dotorminos  thaty  hooaaso  of  hnlaotion  into  tho  armed 
13  feroos  of  tho  fenitod  Btates,  saoh  farnmrs  failed  to  hioy  or  were 
1^  prov(uit(‘d  from  hiingy  applieations  for  payment  ander  any 
20  saoh  program  ditring  tho  period  tho 

31  ation  for  saoh  program  was  available  for 

32  fmeh  payments  to  ho  made  oat  of  tho  unobligated 

33  halanoe  of  tho 
31  of  Agrioaltarai  hand 
35  ^^^Hhtaro  Appropriation  Aoty  4h4Gs  Provkied  further^ 


-‘Gonsorvation  and  Gso 
y  in  tho  Department  of 
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Thrtt  tw  applieatiott  fef  pa^nioiit  Ike  proseri])e(:l  form  ia 
&le4  k^  aiw  seefe  farmer  -(w  ifa"  ^raon  eiilitled  le  payment  m 
eaae  ef  deatky  cfeappearnneej  or  ineompeteney-  of  tke  farmer 
tmder  regnfalions  kaaed  pursuant  to  seetien  3*80  ef  tke 

A  o*T*'i ^n+^n  1  -A  /1 1  n  f  -A. n 4  /•^4-  1  Cl  Q  Q  <r>  a  ^ /  / 

Xjl^X  IV  liTrilrtTi  XlXl  |  llollHl.111  X  LL  I  Ttt  -L  C/  » 4  O  j  tl  o  rTTTT^xTtrlTvt  ^  I 

Itt  8t  4040  editien,  4-380)-)-  wkkm  one  year  from  tke 
(Into  o4  disc*] from  tke  armed  f()reea,  er  ky  34eeemker 
3I7  4947,  wkiekerer  0  faterr  Prarided  fitrthe}^  Tka4 
ne  part  ef  any  ftmds  a^aifa)>k^  te  tke  department,  er 
any  kereae^  etkeej  eorporatieii,  er  etker  ageiiey  eeeatitetmg 
a  part  ef  aeek  department  akak  ke  need  m  tke  eurrent  kaeal 
year  fer  tke  ])ayment  ef  salary  er  trav-ol  cxpeiiHes  ef  any 
persen  wke  kaa  keen  eoimeted  ef  ¥ioIating  tke  Aet  entitled 
ArVn  Aet  te  present  ]->erii-iei(-ats  politieal  aetivitiefA,  ap|>roved 
4  V 1 1  t  ^  UN  ji  mo  11  do  cl  j  er  wke  kas  keen  found  in 

aeeerdanee  witk  tke  proniaiena  ef  seetien  9  ef  tke  Aet  ef 
rluly  447  4949  -(43  44  8t  4k  40 1-)-,  te  ka¥e  Aelated  er 
te  Aelate  seek  seetien  ^dnek  prekikits  tke  use  ef 
»s  fer  tke  payment  ef  porsenal  sor^ices 
er  etker  expenses  designed  te  intiuenee  in  any  nmnner  a 
41eniker  ef  dengress  te  fa  :-er  er  epposc  any  legislatien  er 
appropriation  ky  Congress  except  upon  reepiest  ef  any  4Ient- 
ker  er  tkrougk  tke  pre)per  ofkeaal  ckaimedse  Premded 
f’iuihet‘,  Tkat  ndtere  farmer  partieipatioir  in  tke  |nogram 
in  any  State,  I'egion,  er  area  is  nr4  snffieient  te  reepnre  tke  kdl 


1 

o 

o 

•  c  > 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

10 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

oo 

23 

24 

25 


7- 


50 


el  llie 
HtHBS  m  el  mek 


tlieroto  eeeh  mm  m 
1  sietH  l)e  reapeertioiied  4e 


tiftw 


8tete^^,  }^e^ee%  ei=  iweas  wheso  esgleal 
eel  beee  tjufficieet  le  meet  seek  rc^quiromonteT 

For  expenses  necessary  io  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
Fehruary  2.9,  7,9.76',  as  amended  (If)  U.  S.  C.  .590(/-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Ayricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407 )  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  308,  381,  and  383  and  the 
proidsions  of  titles  IV  and  V),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the 
preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  includiny  such  displays 
at  State,  interstate,  and.  international  fairs  within  the  United 
States:  $258,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  December 
31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricidtural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended. 


pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  1.947  programs  carried  out 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947, 
inchmve:  Provided,'  That  not  to  exceed  $27,500,000  of  the 
total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be  available  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative 
expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the 
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1  peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo- 

2  graphs,  however,  not  to  he  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not 
2  more  than  $7,080,813  shall  he  transferred  to  the  appropria- 
■i  tion  account,  ^^Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agri- 


5  cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938'' :  Provided  further.  That 

6  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  he  made  upon  the 

7  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 

8  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
^  out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied 

with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments 
and  that  the  statements  and  information  cmitained  in  the 


12 


application  for  paipnent  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of 
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his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
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March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80):  Provided 
further.  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Num¬ 
bered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees 
or  any  State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall 
not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of 
information  to  individual  farmers:  Pr'ovided  further.  That 
such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and 
administration  of  the  1948  programs  (amounting  to  $150,- 
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000,000,  including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the 
basis  of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments 
and  grants  among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with 
their  conservation  needs  as  determined,  by  the  Secretary: 
Provided  f  urther.  That  the  proportionyjgoing  to  a  State^shall 
not  be  changed  more  than  15  per  ceidum  from  the  1946 
dislribution  and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-con- 
seroation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936. 
a,^  amended,  and  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  paipnents  or  grants 
under  such  program  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  land  with  respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants 
art,  to  be  made,  in  conforinity  with  farming  practices  which 
wdl  encourage  and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and, 
water-conserving  practices  in  the  most  practical  a^id  effective 
manner  and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as 
determined  and  approved  by  the  State  committee  appointed, 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion, 
from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item: 
Provided  further.  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available  for 
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the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other 
farminy  materials,  or  any  soiJ-ter racing  services,  and  mak¬ 
ing  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in 
carrying  out  farming  practices  approved,  by  the  Secretary 
in  the  1947,  1948,  and  1949  programs  under  said  Act  of 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments 
to  farmers  ivho  complied  until  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated,  puimiant 
to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  cfeter- 
mines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  Stales,  such  farmers  failed,  to  file,  or  were,  prevented 
from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any  such  pro¬ 
gram  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropriation  for 
such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such  payments 
to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion,  ^^Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources' , 
in  the  Departmeiit  of  Agricidture  Appropriation  Act,  1946: 
Provided  further,  That  an  application  for  payment  on  the 
prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person 
entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  in¬ 
competency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant 
to  section  885  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385))  within  one 
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year-  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces, 
or  by  December  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  provided, 
further,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency 
conMituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel 
expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating 
the  Act  entitled  ‘'An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who 
has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits 
die  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  personal 
services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner 
a  idember  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any 
Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

SuGAE  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions,  other  than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Philippine 
Islands,  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1100-1183),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 
1919:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  transfers) 
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from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  payments  to  sugar 
producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115. 
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Law  3tK4)-^-  $4r),'(  K  )A00(lf  Pnmded,  lhat  no  jrart  of  thh 
appropriation  shah  ho  usod  for  naitching  funds  from  sources 
within  tho  States  derived  from  the  safe  of  hmehesr 
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administer  the  pr-OA-isions  of  the  Agricidtural  ]\larkcting 
^Vgreement  Aet  of  1937  -(d-  LL  Sr  hh  OOKe-dftHd-)^  including 
persoiud  sermees  in  the  Diatrict  of  Columbia,  $5-257300. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $27- 
2 1 1,000  $2,286,(100  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  in  conducting  investigations,  ex])eriments,  and 
demonstrations,  as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
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and  poultry  products  (including  hr-oilcrs),  fruits  niid  vcge- 
taldes,  peanuts  and  tlieir  products,  grain,  liay,  feeds,  cotton¬ 
seed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products,  $  1  -,-r)277llOO 
$1,506,250. 


Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tions  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers 
and  otlier  interested  parties  of  the  class,  (piality,  and  condition 
of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw, 
dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any  product  con¬ 
taining  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative  thereof  when 
offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received  at  such  im¬ 
portant  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  he  conveniently 
reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  he  rea¬ 
sonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the 
service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform  stand¬ 
ards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber  as 
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provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  IT.  S.  C.  473d) ,  and 
for  liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition 
services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agen¬ 
cies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a),  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  541b),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law 
600) ,  and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and 
other  necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away 
from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing 
and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 
$1-,000,000  $1,100,000:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may 
make  available  to  any  ]>ureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  such  amounts  from  this  ap})ropriation  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which  this  a])propria- 
tion  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  l)e  in  addition  to 
amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  atq>ro- 
priation  items  in  this  Act.  ^ 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
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approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  a])proved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  0.  516), 
$1,552,000. 

Perishable  Agricnltnral  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
approved  June  10,  1930,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a- 
499r) ,  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping 
of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  U.  S.  C. 
491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August 
31,  1916,  as  amended  (15  11.  S.  C.  251-256),  and  the- 
Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and 
splint  baskets  for  fruit  and  vegetables,  approved  May  21, 
1928  (15  IT.  S.  C.  257-257i) ,  $294,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chapter 
14  of  the  Internal  Eevenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 
(26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935) ,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved 
March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65) ,  $1,399,000, 
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United  States  Grain  Standards  Act:  To  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act, 
$1,128,000. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

Federal  Seed  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 
seeds;  to  require  labeling  and  to  prevent  misrepresentation 
of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce;  and  to  require  certain 
standards  with  respect  to  certain  imported  seeds,  approved 
August  9,  1939,  as  amended  (7  IT.  S.  C.  1561- 
1610),  $152,500:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of 
this  amount  may  he  used  for  meeting  the  share  of  the  United 
States  in  the^  expenses  of  the  International  Seed  Testing 
Congress. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August 
15,  1921,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

Naval  Stores  Act:  To  cany  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Naval  Stores  Act  of  March  3,  1923  (7  U.  S.  C. 
91-99),  $41,000. 

Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  0.  121-134),  for 
preventing  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  adul- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


M 

terated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead  arsenates,  other 
insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating  traffic 
therein,  $293,500. 

Ereight  rates  for  farm  products :  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1291) , 
$138,000. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHOIIITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary 
to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a),  including 
not  to  exceed  $1 11, ()()()  ^1~)S,000  for  pers<*nal  services 
ill  the  District  of  Coluniliia,  $530, 000. 

EAEMEES’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Eor  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Earm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Earmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and 
Public  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

Loans:  Eer  lotms  under  TiiJe  1  and  section  43,  $20,- 
000,000;  title  II,  $60,000,000. 

Mortgage  insurance  fund:  Eor  the  establishment  of  the 
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farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I, 

$1,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing 
of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  cohecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation 
of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$4-SyOOO,000  $24,000,000. 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretarv  of  Agricul- 
ture  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm 
tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropriations 
and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close 
of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other 
evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
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therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes 
of  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due 
and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the 
time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30, 
1947,  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no 
further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of 
tlie  sums  which  tlie  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Eepayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


69 


WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

AREAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 
storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  $1,750,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  901-915) ,  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 
exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports,  l-LOtXhOOO  $5,000,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and 
5  of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
7  thereof,  $225,000,000  $250 ,000 ,000 ,  to  l)e  borrowed  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  i)ro- 
visioiis  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 
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of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0. 
901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘‘Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year 
commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  be 
necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest 
per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections 
4  and  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947, 
shall  be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  in¬ 
curred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
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1  of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 

2  wiring  of  premises  and  the  ac(pnsition  and  installation  of 

3  electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not 
d  exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
5  than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to 
h  make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instmments, 

7  and  to  do  aU  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to 

8  effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment  to  the  Secretary  of 

9  the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
Id  trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Adminis- 

11  trator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  providing  for  the 

12  holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
12  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 

11  Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the  Eeconstruction  Finance 
I'l  Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Id  Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
17  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising-  out  of  loans 

12  made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Administrator  are,  as 

19  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 

20  Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author- 
'21  ized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30, 

22  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary 

23  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all 

24  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest, 

25  theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
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of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and 
all  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Eeconstruc- 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or 
in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so 
transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Eeconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Eeconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  3  (a), 
any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been 
authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For 
the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Administrator.  Eepayments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 
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‘‘Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall 
be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans 
made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the 
payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator 
shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 
FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members 
of  organizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or 
transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals  and  news¬ 
papers;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a 
lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may 
be  made  in  advance;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12 
U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  garage  rental 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  payment  of  actual  transportation 
and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
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diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving,  'while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the 
United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Uarm  Credit 
Administration,  except  that  such  expenditures  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations,  banks,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or  regulated  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration;  in  all,  $561,000. 
Collections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  832),  are  hereby  made  available  to 
reimburse  this  appropriation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and 
supervising  the  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  other 
organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENEKAL  PROVISIONS 
Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such  loan 
or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  thereto¬ 
fore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
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of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
caiTy  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  re¬ 
payment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit 
association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  tlie  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  ])urchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the 
Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  trans- 
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1  lators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emer- 

2  gency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 

3  for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employment 

4  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricul- 
b  tural  Eolations. 

6  Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail- 

7  able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act 

8  of  August  8,  1946  (Public  Law  658) . 

9  Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to 

10  the  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 

11  appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 

12  fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims 

13  ])ursuant  to  part  2  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  August 

14  2,  1946  (Public  Law  601). 

15  Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 

16  this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any 

17  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 
1-8  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 

19  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike 

20  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  ad- 

21  vocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 

22  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 

23  force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof 

24  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evidence  that 

25  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the 
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provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 
to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 
Provided  further,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory 
employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  designated  for  the 
purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  by 
this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 
is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 
that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence 
and  accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which 
are  paid  from  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further.  That  the 
above  penalty  clause  shaU  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
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substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person  employed 
for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work  in¬ 
volving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  he  made  to  such 
persons  from  apphcable  appropriations  for  services  rendered 
in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  con¬ 
templated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  he  expended,  for 
personal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall 
not  applif  to  lump-swm  leave  paipnents  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  Dece7nher  21,  194A  (Public  Law  525). 

Se(\  M  9.  Tills  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal 
year,  namely: 

Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  $1-7000,000  85,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed 
$700  for  newspapers. 

Subscriptions  to  capital  stock.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
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1  subscribe  and  pay  for  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop 

2  Insurance  Corporation,  as  provided  in  section  504  of 

3  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  IT.  S.  C.  1504), 

4  $10,000,000. 

5  Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  au- 

6  thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of 

7  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  cor- 

8  poration  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts 

9  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  hmitations 

10  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation 

11  Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs 

12  set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each 

13  such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

14  Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 

15  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
lb  Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 

17  authorized  by  law :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 

18  $8,450,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  of 

% 

19  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  periodicals, 

20  maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 

21  penalty  mail:  Provided  further,  That  all  necessary  expenses 

22  (including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 

23  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 

24  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance, 

25  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property 
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1  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 

2  including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall 

3  be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 

4  hereof. 

5  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  Provided,  That  no 

6  part  of  the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  of  this  title 

7  shall  be  used  for  any  crop  insurance  operations  other  than 

8  the  continuation  of  the  trial  crop  insurance  program,  as 

9  authorized,  and  expenses  necessary  in  the  liquidation  of 

10  insurance  contracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  crops  of  wheat, 

11  cotton,  and  flax;  Provided  further,  That  uone  of  the  funds 

12  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  to  insure  any  1948  or 

13  subsequent  crop  except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred 

14  and  thirty-three  counties  and  fiax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty- 
lb  seven  counties,  in  accordance  with  section  508  (a)  (1)  of 

16  the  Federal  Prop  Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  and,  five 

17  additional  crops  in  1948  under  the  provisions  of  section  508 

18  (a)  (2)  of  said  Act,  as  amended,  including  corn  cmd  to- 

19  bacco  in  not  to  exceed  fifty  counties  each  and  cotton  in  not 

20  to  exceed  fifty-six  counties,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  legis- 

21  lation. . 

22  Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 

23  specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govem- 

24  ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  ap- 

25  plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 
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TITLE  III— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  section  32,  Puh- 
hc  Law  Numbered  320,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved 
August  24,  1935,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition 
612  (c)  ) ,  not  more  than  $40,000^000  $48,000,000  shall 
be  available  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
for  use  in  effectuating  the  purposes  of  that  Act.  To  enable 
the  Secretarn  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1046  (Public  Law  396), 
there  is' hereby  made  available  $73,000,000  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  the  (iscal  year  1948  by  section.  32  of  the 
Act  approved  Auynst  24,  1933  (7  U.  8.  C.  612  (c)}, 
such  amount  to  be  without  reyard  to  the  23  per  centum  limi¬ 
tation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive  of 
funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last' sentence  of  sec¬ 
tion  9  of  the  Nationed  School  Lunch  Act.  The  remainder  of 
the  fund  appropriated  by  said  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
is  hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1,  1947,  and  shall  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  thereafter. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  May  28,  1947. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 
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July  11  (legislative  day,  July  10),  1947.- — Ordered  to  be  printed 


[  Mr.  Brooks,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 
I  following 

I 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  3601] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
report  the  same  to  the  Senate  with  various  amendments  Rnd  present 
herewith  information  relative  to  the  changes  made: 


Amount  of  bill  as  passed  House _ _ _ _ _ ‘  $572,  172,  266 

Amount  of  increase  by  Senate  committee  (net) _  92,  664,  160 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  664,  836,  426 

Amount  of  appropriations,  1947 _  643,  154,  411 

Amount  of  estimates  for  1948 _  805,  141,  608 

The  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate: 

Under  the  estimates  for  1948 _  140,  305,  182 

Exceeds  the  appropriations  for  1947 _  21,  682,  015 


1  Includes  estimated  assessments  against  member  institutions  of  the  Farm 
Credit  system  of  $2,781,000. 

The  committee  recommends  a  total  for  direct  appropriations  in  the 
bill  of  $663,736,426,  which  is  $91,564,160  more  than  the  amount  of 
the  direct  appropriations  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House. 

The  following  table  shows,  in  addition  to  direct  appropriations,  the 
permanent  appropriations  and  loan  authorizations  available  to  the 
Department  for  1948: 


Summary  of  appropriations  and  loan  authorizations  in  House  and  Senate  bills,  1948,  compared  with  1947,  and  budget  estimates,  1948 
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I  As  a  result  of  3  weeks  of  hearings  held  by  the  subcommittee  which 
!  supplement  the  published  hearings  of  the  House,  the  committee 
i  submits  the  following  comments  pertaining  to  committee  recommen¬ 
dations  on  the  budget  estimates  and  House  bill: 

:  OFFICE  OF  SECRETARY 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  essential  activities  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  are  reduced  compared  with  the  war  period.  Also,  a 
reduction  in  various  action  programs  is  contemplated  in  the  Senate 
i  bill,  wdiich  follows,  in  part,  the  provisions  of  House  bill  3601,  pertain- 
■  ing  to  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill.  The  recommended  appro¬ 
priation  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  represents  a  large  increase 
!  above  that  of  the  war  years.  The  committee,  therefore,  supports  the 
House  in  reducing  the  budget  of  $2,150,000  by  the  amount  of  $100,000, 
i  believing  that  necessary  adjustments  in  administration  can  be  made 
I  to  conform  to  this  action. 

I  PENALTY  MAIL 

An  increase  of  23  percent  in  the  penalty-mail  rate  will  more  than 
offset  the  effect  of  any  reduction  of  activities  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  the  use  of  mail  facilities.  The  committee,  therefore, 
increases  the  House  bill  to  $3,486,000  for  penalty  mail.  "While  this 
is  an  increase  of  $300,000,  the  mail-rate  increase  would  amount  to 
$750,000  oP  the  volume  of  mail  issued  by  f  be  Department  in  the  past 
year.  The  Department  of  Agriculture,  it  is  understood,  is  prepared 
to  absorb  a  part  of  the  increased  rates  by  a  reduction  in  volume  of 
penalty  mail. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT 

The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  the  sum  of 
$9,500,000  for  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946.  This 
amount  represents  the  first  year’s  increment  authorized  in  the  act, 
and  it  is  further  recommended  that  the  disriibution  of  this  fund  to 
the  various  purposes  designated  in  the  act  shall  be  in  the  proportions 
indicated  in  the  act.  While  the  amount  is  $500,000  above  that  con¬ 
tained  in  the  House  bill  and  the  distribution  of  the  fund  differs,  it  is 
believed  that  the  committee  action  may  conform  to  the  intent  of  the 
House  floor  action. 

While  not  convinced  that  satisfactory  plans  have  been  fully  de¬ 
veloped  for  the  administration  of  research  contemplated  in  the  act 
to  be  used  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  committee  felt  it 
unwise  to  change  the  distribution  of  the  funds  from,  the  plans  outlined 
in  the  act.  While  some  of  the  State  agricultural  experiment  stations 
may  be  in  a  position  to  proceed  more  rapidly  with  research  contem¬ 
plated  under  the  act,  others  would  lack  the  scientific  personnel  required 
to  initiate  the  new'  research.  A  large  fund  made  available  immedi¬ 
ately  might  create  an  undesirable  competition  in  recruiting  the 
required  personnel;  hence  it  is  believed  wise  to  permit  the  program 
to  expand  no  more  rapidly  than  contemplated  when  the  act  was 
enacted  into  law. 

The  committee  considers  that  there  is  good  reason  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  consider  setting  up  a  division  apart  from  all 
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action  and  regulatory  activities  for  the  administration  of  the  research 
contemplated  under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

The  budget  request  of  $2,525,000  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor  is 
reduced  by  $300,000.  This  is  $200,000  above  the  amount  carried  in 
the  House  bill,  as  it  was  felt  this  amount  was  justified  on  the  basis  of 
past  experience.  The  basis  for  this  action  is  the  reduced  activity  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  work  requiring  the  assistance  of  the 
Solicitor’s  Office  and,  furthermore,  to  encourage  no  more  routine 
supervision  of  the  Solicitor’s  Office  than  is  essential  to  the  work  of  the 
Department.  Certain  activities,  such  as  rural-electrification  coop¬ 
eratives,  need  to  be  encouraged  to  accept  as  much  responsibility  for 
their  own  activities  as  they  are  capable  of  assuming  and  as  procedures 
in  such  work  as  the  Market  Agreements  Act  become  standardized,  less 
routine  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Soheitor’s  Office  should  expedite 
the  work  in  the  interest  of  all  concerned. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Salaries  and  expenses— The  committee  follows  the  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  House  in  reducing  the  budget  for  the  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Office  of  Information  by  providing  for  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $575,000,  which  is  a  decrease  of  $125,000  below  the  budget 
estimate.  The  committee  agi’ees  with  the  House  committee  that 
publicity  activities  of  the  Department  can  well  be  reduced  in  the 
interest  of  economy  and  more  wholesome  public  relations. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  recommends  a  reduction  of  $250,000  to  be  applied 
to  the  economic  investigations  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Econom¬ 
ics,  thus  replacing  $500,000  of  the  reduction  made  in  the  House  bill 
which  was  regarded  as  too  severe  a  reduction  following  a  heavy  cut 
in  appropriations  to  this  Bureau  a  year  ago.  The  committee  con¬ 
siders  the  work  in  crop  and  livestock  estimates  to  be  the  most  efficient 
organization  of  its  kind  and  wishes  to  lend  it  full  encouragement. 
It  is  believed,  however,  that  the  economic  investigations  can  be  re¬ 
duced  without  impairing  the  Bureau’s  essential  activities  in  assembling 
and  interpreting  economic  information,  or  its  cooperative  relationships 
with  the  various  States.  These  two  interests,  in  particular,  the  com¬ 
mittee  feels,  should  be  adequately  financed  to  insure  their  efficiency 
in  marshaling  economic  information  essential  to  building  sound 
economic  programs  for  agriculture.  It  does  not  appeal  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  in  line  with  the  interest  of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  that  that  fund  should  be  used  for  new  research,  to  expect  that 
fund  to  carry  the  lines  of  work  specifically  mentioned  above. 

OFFICE  OP  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

The  committee  sustains  the  action  of  the  House;  in  reducing  the 
budget  estimate  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  from 
$728,000  to  $428,000.  The  committee  considers  that  the  work  of  this 
Office  has  been  handicapped  by  its  close  association  with  the  Depart- 
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ment  of  State.  On  the  other  hand,  it  recognizes  that  it  has  an 
important  function  to  perform  in  connection  with  the  development 
of  international  trade  relationships  in  agricultural  products  and  mar¬ 
kets  for  agricultural  products,  and  therefore  urges’  that  careful  direc¬ 
tion  be  given  to  work  in  this  field.  In  supporting  the  reduction 
imposed  by  the  House,  the  committee  does  not  wish  to  impair  the 
essential  duties  of  this  Office  from  now  until  such  time  as  the  Office 
may  become  more  efficiently  organized  in  its  relation  to  the  State 
Department. 

AGRICULTURAL  EXTENSION  SERVICE 

The  need  of  appropriating  the  last  authorized  increment  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  agricultural  extension  fund  of  $4,000,000  was 
urgently  presented  to  the  committee  by  the  State  directors  of  the 
Agricultural  Extension  Service.  Although  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  this  year,  the  item  was  not  included  in  the  budget  presented 
to  Congress.  Recognizing  the  benefits  growing  out  of  the  Extension 
Service  and  the  desirability  of  further  support  for  the  4-H  Clubs  and 
other  work  with  farm  youth  in  particular,  the  committee  would  call 
attention  to  the  reductions  recommended  for  other  agencies  working 
with  farm  people  and  they  are  giving  theii  approval  to  the  Extension 
Service  by  not  reducing  funds  appropriated  for  this  purpose. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 

In  the  over-all  view  of  the  significance  of  research  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  authorized  under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
of  1946,  some  relatively  small  reductions  in  research  are  not  in  reality 
a  reduction,  since  the  added  research  funds  will  be  available  for  new 
studies  in  these  fields. 


SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  reduction  of  $100,000  in  the 
budget  estimate  of  $1,303,000  in  the  special  research  fund.  The 
Agricultural  Research  Administration  will  have  added  support  from 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  and  should  be  able  to  absorb 
this  small  reduction  in  funds  without  impairing  its  work,  especially 
since  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  funds  should  be  available  to 
promote  new  lines  of  promising  research. 

ALASKA  EXPERIMENT  STATION 

The  committee,  after  careful  review  of  the  House  hearings  and 
testimony  presented  to  the  Senate  of  representatives  from  Alaska  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  recommends  that  research  funds  de¬ 
rived  from  appropriations  for  State  agricultural  research  normally  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Office  of  Experiment  Stations  be  appropriated  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska  on  the  basis  outlined  in  the  budget,  excejit 
for  the  additional  $100,000  included  in  the  House  bill.  The  fund  of 
$100,000  recommended  by  the  committee  is  designated  to  be  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  cooperation  with  the 
Alaska  Experiment  Station.  The  total  fund  made  available  for  work 
in  Alaska  i-emains  unchanged.  The  committee  reached  this  decision 
on  the  basis  that  there  was  no  apparent  reason  for  the  regular  agricul¬ 
tural  research  work  in  Alaska  to  be  administered  differently  from  that 
of  the  several  States  and  Territories. 
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BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY  INSPECTION  AND  QUARANTINE 

The  amount  of  $1,225,197  contained  in  the  House  bill  for  animal  : 
inspection  and  quarantine  is  a  larger  amount  than  has  been  made  j 
available  in  any  year  prior  to  1947.  The  committee  feels  that  ] 
House  action  in  reducing  the  budget  item  by  $114,803  is  sound.  j 

MEAT  INSPECTION 

The  committee  believes  that  the  system  of  Federal  meat  inspection 
has  contributed  to  the  health  of  the  public  through  eliminating 
seriously  diseased  animals  from  75  percent  of.  the  publicly  slaughtered 
meat  animals.  If  the  cost  of  inspection  were  shifted  to  the  packers, 
it  is  believed  that  many  small  packers  would  forego  inspection  and 
limit  their  trade  to  intrastate  channels.  Therefore,  in  the  best  I 
interest  of  the  public,  the  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate,  j 
appropriating  $11,140,000  for  meat  inspection  as  opposed  to  the  I 
House  bill  plan  to  place  Federal  meat  inspection  on  a  fee  basis,  to  be  i 
paid  by  the  packers. 

VIRUS  SERUM  TOXIN  ACT 

The  testimony  presented  pertaining  to  virus  serum  toxin  inspection  i 
and  regulation  indicated  that  this  work  is  vitally  associated  with  the  I 
animal  industry  of  the  Nation  and  the  need  for  its  support  was  i 
strongly  urged  by  the  foremost  serum  and  virus  producers.  The  com-  i 
mittee,  therefore,  decided  that  full  support  of  the  budget  item  in  the 
amount  of  $340,000  was  justified,  thus  restoring  the  cut  imposed  by 
the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  committee  is  in  accord  with  the  House  bill  in  reducing  the 
budget  estimate  for  the  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry  by  $125,000  to  the 
amount  of  $1,011,000,  which  represents  a  material  increase  over  any 
preceding  year  except  1947.  It  was  recognized  that  livestock-breeding 
experimentation  might  easily  be-  permitted  to  expand  unless  kept 
under  control. 

FOREST  DISEASES 

The  committee  restored  $20,000  of  the  budget  reduction  imposed 
by  the  House  bill  to  be  applied,  in  particular,  to  the  work  with 
chestnut  diseases,  which  leaves  an  amount  of  $379,280  for  forest  ' 
diseases.  This  exceeds  the  appropriation  of  previous  years  for  forest 
diseases,  and  the  committee  would  permit  the  Bureau  to  distribute  the 
total  appropriation  for  forest  diseases  in  accordance  with  its  judgment. 

SOILS,  FERTILIZERS,  AND  IRRIGATION 

The  committee  restored  $100,000  to  the  budget  for  soils,  fertilizers, 
and  iiT-igation.  This  represents  an  appropriation  of  $1,491,000,  or 
$100,000  in  excess  of  the  House  bill.  While  the  Bureau  should  dis¬ 
tribute  the  total  appropriation  in  the  best  interest  of  agi’iculture,  the 
committee  felt  that  the  various  irrigation  and  dry-land  experiment 
stations  proposed  for  closing  under  the  conditions  of  the  House  bill  , 
should  be  maintained  until  the  respective  States  are  given  adequate  i 
opportunity  to  provide  funds  for  their  operation.  At  least  part  of  ! 
these  stations  have  permanent  values  to  the  States  concerned  and  ’ 
they  should  have  the  opportunity  of  providing  support  for  them  and  ! 
to  accept  the  responsibility  for  them.  j 
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NATIONAL  ARBORETUM 

Funds  for  the  National  Arboretum  were  approved  in  the  amount 
of  $436,900  in  accordance  with  the  House  recommendation.  This 
affords  the  necessary  funds  for  accpiiring  additional  land  and  to 
continue  development  work,  but  delays  the  construction  of  buildings, 
roads,  and  other  improvements  until  such  construction  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  with  more  ample  supplies  of  materials  and  labor  at  less  cost. 

SPECIAL  DISEASE  STUDIES 

The  committee  felt  that  the  requests  for  work  on  the  control  of 
the  sclerotina  disease  on  beans  in  Florida  and  diseases  of  mushrooms 
could  receive  attention  from  the  appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of 
Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineering. 

INSECT  INVESTIG.VTIONS 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  action  in  reducing  the  budget 
estimate  for  insect  investigations  $188,700  which  gives  the  Bureau  of 
Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  the  sum  of  $2,961,300  or  a  total 
amount  of  money  in  excess  of  the  total  appropriation  for  1947.  WhUe 
some  reduction  in  research  may  be  necessary,  it  should  not  eliminate 
any  essential  activity  and  represents  a  measure  of  economy.  It  is 
understood  that  adjustments  can  be  made  which  will  make  it  possible 
to  retain  work  on  insect  identification  and  classification,  and  to  retain 
the  major  part  of  the  investigations  of  insects  affecting  men  and 
animals,  and  general  control  investigations. 

INSECT  AND  PLANT- DISEASE  CONTROL 

Recognizing  in  particular  the  menace  of  the  pink  boll  worm  along 
the  Mexican  border,  the  committee  recommends  that  $250,000  be 
restored  in  the  cut  contained  in  the  House  bill.  This  would  provide 
a  budget  of  $2,947,100,  which  exceeds  any  previous  appropriations 
except  that  of  1947.  The.  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  disease  apparently 
has  not  proven  efi’ective  and  experimental  and  research  work  on  this 
disease  rather  than  control  operations  need  to  be  emphasized.  The 
need  of  resurveying  areas  that  have  been  covered  in  barberry  eradica¬ 
tion  work  in  recent  years  was  recognized  as  a  need  which  might  require 
effective  action  and  an  increased  appropriation  in  the  appropriation 
bill  of  next  year. 

With  the  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  of  $100,000, 
there  is  now  a  total  of  $151,000  in  the  bill  for  continuation  of  work  on 
the  Dutch-elm  disease,  with  special  emphasis  recommended  to  be 
given  to  vigorous  research  efforts  on  this  disease. 

CONTROL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND  PLANT  DISEASES 

The  committee  supports  the  action  of  the  House  in  reducing  the 
budget  item  of  $2,800,000  to  $2,050,000  for  the  control  of  emergency 
outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases  since  the  Bureau  proposes  the 
early  termination  of  control  work  on  the  pear  Psylla  and  since  serious 
outbreaks  may  be  taken  care  of  from  deficiency  appropriations. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUIRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $305,000  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  a  total  of  $800,000  for 
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the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics, 
which  is  a  reduction  of  $245,000  below  the  budget  estimate  and  the 
House  bill.  The  work  of  the  Bureau  was  greatly  expanded  during 
the  war  and  the  recommended  appropriation  greatly  exceeds  that  of 
any  preceding  year. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 

The  House  reduction  of  $250,000  below  the  Budget  estimates  has 
been  accepted.  The  committee,  however,  proposes  that  the  Bureau 
of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  distribute  this  reduction  between 
the  projects  carried  on  under  its  direction  rather  than  to  apply  it  to 
the  single  project  for  leadership,  coordination,  and  technical  direction 
as  indicated  in  the  report  of  the  House  committee. 

FOREST  SERVICE  GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

The  committee  supports  the  House  action  in  reducing  the  budget 
by  $32,000,  which  represents  a  small  reduction. 

NATIONAL  FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  MANAGEMENT 

An  appropriation  of  $24,014,891  is  approved  for  national  forest 
protection  and  management  which  is  $250,000  above  the  House 
recommendation.  This  increased  amount  is  designated  for  unit- 
m.anagem.ent  work  which  it  is  felt  needs  emphasis  because  of  some 
lack  of  attention  during  the  war.  And,  also,  to  develop  the  Lake 
Tahoe  recreational  area. 

FOREST  AND  RANGE  MANAGEMENT  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  com.mittee  sustains  the  House  reduction  of  $200,000  from  the 
budget  estimate  of  $2,675,000  for  forest  and  range  managem.ent 
investigations,  which  leaves  a  larger  appropriation  for  this  purpose 
than  in  any  prior  year  except  1947. 

FOREST  PRODUCTS  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  restored  $250,000  of  the  $555,000  reduction  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  House.  This  was  done  to  speed  up  research  pertaining 
to  the  utilization  of  waste  material  in  the  lumber  industry,  recognizing 
that  the  actual  waste  exceeds  in  amount  the  proportion  of  the  tree 
that  is  made  into  lumber. 

FOREST  RESOURCES  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  House  recommendation  of  $572,000  was  increased  to  $822,000, 
which  is  still  $250,000  below  the  budget.  Many  States  are  ready  to 
cooperate  with  the  Forest  Service  in  conducting  surveys  or  appraisals 
of  their  forest  resources.  The  committee  believes  the  recommended 
appropriation  will  expedite  this  work. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

The  com.m.ittce  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $750,000  for  the 
acquisition  of  forest  land,  or  an  increase  of  $250,000  above  the  House 
recoro.mendation,  with  the  provision  that  the  adm.inistrative  cost  of 
such  acquisition  is  to  be  met  from  the  appropriation  for  “National 
forest  protection  and  management.” 
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FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

The  committee  recomm.ends  an  increase  over  the  House  bill  from 
$10,000,000  to  $11,000,000  for  forest  road  development  and  from 
$5,300,000  to  $8,300,000  for  forest  highways,  or  a  total  of  $19,300,000, 
as  com.pared  to  the  budget  figure  of  $23,800,000.  The  committee  is 
aware  of  im.provem.ents  needed  in  badly  worn  roads  as  well  as  new 
road  construction,  but  feels  with  the  existing  high  costs  of  construc¬ 
tion  that  the  recommendations  are  generous. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

The  committee  recommends  the  appropriation  of  $1,000,000  for 
the  express  purpose  of  making  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys 
in  the  watersheds  of  the  upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers 
and  their  tributaries.  This  action  is  designed  because  of  the  dis¬ 
astrous  floods  which  have  occurred  in  this  region. 

SOIL-CONSERVATION  RESEARCH 

The  committee  has  restored  the  budget  estimate  for  soil-conservation 
research  by  returning  $750,000  removed  in  the  House  bill.  The 
committee  feels  strongly  that  more  research  is  urgently  needed  as  a 
basis  for  developing  sound  soil-conservation  action  in  the  field. 
Furthermore,  the  various  State  agricultural  experiment  stations  have 
felt  this  need  so  keenly  that  a  number  are  more  than  matching  the 
Federal  funds  for  new  research  pertaining  to  soil  conservation. 

SOIL-CONSERVATION  OPERATIONS 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  action  in  approving  $38,000,000 
for  the  Soil  Conseiwation  Service,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $5,437,000 
from  the  budget  estimate.  This  action  is  taken  because  the  committee 
feels  that  the  Service  has  expanded  rajiidly  and  that  much  remains  to 
be  gained  in  effective  field  operation.  The  apparent  duplication  of 
services  to  farmers  should  be  correlated  into  a  more  unified  plan  of 
action  in  the  field  on  a  basis  that  will  give  due  consideration  to  all 
aspects  of  a  progressive  agriculture  developed  in  the  interest  of  all  of 
society. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

The  committee  supports  the  House  bill  of  $1,600,000  for  Land 
Utilization  and  Retirement  of  Submarginal  Land  compared  to  the 
budget  estimate  of  $3,260,000,  believing  that  these  provisions  will 
care  for  critical  needs  and  that  some  of  the  work  proposed  under  this 
item  should  await  more  favorable  construction  conditions. 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND  RESOURCES 

The  committee  takes  exception  to  the  House  bill  provisions  for 
the  agricultural  program.  The  committee  recognizes  the  obligation 
resting  upon  Congress  by  virtue  of  the  authorization  by  Congress 
last  year  of  an  agricultural  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural’ 
resources”  program  for  1947  and  provides  for  carrying  out  that  pro¬ 
gram  by  appropriating  the  amount  of  $258,000,000.  This  amount, 
together  with  tlie  surplus  of  approximately  $37,000,000  carried  over 
from  the  1946  program,  will  provide  $267,620,754  estimated  to  be 
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needed  to  make  the  payments  to  farmers  authorized  a  year  ago  and 
leave  approximately  $27,500,000  for  the  administration  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  W  hile  this  procedure  does  not  provide  a  carry-over  fund  to 
initiate  the  1948  program,  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  a 
standing  authorization  to  borrow  $50,000,000  from  the  Commodity  j 
Credit  Corporation  to  assist  in  carrying  the  program  until  the  sue-  j 
ceeding  appropriation  becomes  available.  ' 

The  committee  further  recognizes  that  Congress  is  considering  the 
development  of  a  future  agricultural  program,  but  believes  that  until 
such  time  as  a  new  program  is  developed  there  should  be  a  continuing 
program  similar  to  the  one  now  in  operation.  To  that  end  the  com-  i 
mittee  recommends  the  authorization  of  an  agricultural  program  for 
1948  in  the  amount  of  $150,000,000  to  cover  the  payments  to  farmers 
and  the  administration  of  the  program.  The  authorization  is  offered  j 
in  recognition  of  the  desirability  of  continuing  to  focus  attention  upon  i 
the  importance  of  soil  conservation  and  to  supplement  the  educa-  i 
tional  and  demonstrational  work  in  this  field.  During  this  period  of  i 
high  farm  prices,  the  committee  feels  that  the  farmer  can  afford  to  I 
contribute  a  larger  proportion  of  the  cost  of  soil-conserving  practices  i 
durmg  1948  but  that  the  work  should  continue  to  receive  encourage-  > 
ment  and  that  the  organization  to  conduct  the  program  should  be  , : 
maintained.  Also  there  are  other  essential  duties  including  crop  ;j 
insurance,  and  surplus  commodity  removal  operations,  to  be  per¬ 
formed  at  the  county  level.  The  committee  believes  its  action  will 
effect  economies  in  administration  without  serious  detriment  to  the 
desired  objectives. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL-LUNCH  ACTIVITIES 

The  comm.ittee  sustains  the  budget  estimate  of  $75,000,000  for 
school-lunch  activities  which  is  $30,000,000  above  the  House  bill  and 
directs  that  $75,000,000  be  used  from  section  32  funds  for  this  pur¬ 
pose.  It  is  also  recommended  that  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of 
lunches  to  children  m.ay  be  used  as  matching  funds  for  Federal 
appropriations  for  the  ensuing  year.  This  action  is  deemed  advisable 
because  few  State  legislatures  are  still  in  session  so  that  they  can 
take  action  in  m.atching  Federal  funds  with  State  appropriations. 
The  com.m.ittee  wishes  to  put  itself  on  record,  however,  urging  that 
State  appropriations  be  m.ade  to  match  Federal  funds  in  the  propor¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

MARKETING  FARM  PRODUCTS 

The  committee  increases  the  House  bill  appropriation  of  $1,000,000 
to  $1,100,000  for  marketing  farm  products.  This  increase  is  intended 
to  expedite  the  transportation  of  farm  products  particulaily  with 
reference  to  continuing  the  surveys  of  shipping  and  storage  space 
requirements  to  handle  farm  products.  Information  available  to 
the  committee  indicates  that  this  service  has  been  useful  and  should  ^ 
be  continued. 

UNITED  ST.\TES  WAREHOUSE  ACT  ! 

The  committee  sustains  the  House  action  in  reducing  the  budget  ' 
item  of  $685,000  for  the  administration  of  the  United  States  Ware-  ; 
house  Act  to  $585,000,  which  it  considers  to  be  adequate.  | 
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■  The  committee  sustains  the  House  bill  in  reducing  the  budget 
I  estimate  of  $650,000  for  the  administration  of  the  Commodity 
!  Exchange  Act  to  $530,000,  believing  this  amount  is  sufficient  for  the 
i  administration  of  this  act. 


FARM  TENANT  LOANS 

1  The  committee  restores  the  fund  for  farm  tenant  loans  to  $20,000,000 
I  which  had  been  eliminated  by  the  House,  although  the  budget  requests 
1  was  for  $35,000,000.  The  committee,  further,  requests  that  priority 
I  be  given  to  veterans  who  apply  for  loans  but  admonishes  the  Farmers 
i  Home  Administration  to  avoid  loaning  on  values  which  seem  likely 
I  to  lead  to  the  financial  disaster  of  the  borrowers.  I^and  prices  have 
1  risen  over  100  percent  in  the  past  10  yeai’s  in  many  States  and  repre- 
I  sent  heavy  inflation  compared  to  prewar  years  in  many  areas.  It 
I  must  be  recognized  that  the  reported  good  record  of  tenant  farm 
:  purchase  activities  has  been  due  to  the  deflated  land  prices  of  15 
!  years  ago,  and  a  continually  rising  price  level  for  farm  products  over 
many  years  and  abnormal  prices  during  the  war  years.  .Therefore, 
f  it  w'ould  seem  a  matter  of  prudence  for  the  Administration  to  be  less 
I  active  in  farm  loan  activities  in  many  areas  and  to  bo  continually 
on  guard  against  excessive  prices  that  are  likely  to  bring  disaster  to 
borrowers  who  have  little  capital,  and  discredit  to  the  program  itself. 


PRODUCTION  AND  SUBSISTENCE  LOANS 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House  bill  in  reducing  the  budget 
estimate  of  $90,000,000  to  $60,000,000  for  production  and  subsistence 
loans  by  the  Farmers  Home  Administration.  With  the  period  of  good 
production  and  prices  for  agricultui‘al  products  an  increasing  number 
of  the  clients  of  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  should  become 
eligible  for  loans  from  other  sources  especially  when  loan  funds  are 
plentiful  in  the  hands  of  private  lenders. 

INSURED  MORTGAGES 

The  committee  concurs  wdth  the  House  in  limiting  the  fund  for 
insured  mortgages  to  $1,000,000  since  the  testimony  by  offlcials  of 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  indicated  that  there  had  been 
no  interest  in  loans  insured  on  the  basis  specified  in  the  act. 


FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  committee  restored  $6,000,000  of  the 
$12,000,000  House  reduction  from  the  budget  estimates  of  $30,000,000. 
With  the  volume  of  loans  outstanding  and  with  the  understanding 
that  special  effort  will  be  given  to  clearing  long  standing  feed,  seed, 
and  drouth  loans,  in  particular,  there  seems  to  be  justification  for  the 
recommendation  of  the  committee. 


RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  LOAN  FUNDS 

The  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate  of  $250,000,000  for 
loan  funds  to  rural  electrification  cooperatives,  with  the  provision 
that  the  full  amount  shall  be  borrowed  directly  from  the  Secretary  of 
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the  Treasury.  This  procedure  will  enable  saving  three-fourths  of  1 1 
percent  formerly  paid  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
which  will  increase  the  payments  from  the  cooperatives  to  the  Treas¬ 
ury  by  approximately  $4,280,000  annually  on  loans  now  outstanding. 
The  fact  that  15  percent  of  the  loan  funds  to  the  Rural  Electrification; 
Cooperatives  have  been  direct  appropriations  has  placed  the  loans! 
now  made  to  the  cooperatives  in  a  strong  collateral  position,  justify- 1 
ing  this  change  in  procedure.  ' 

The  committee  instructs  the  Administrator  of  REA  to  report  to  i 
both  the  Senate  and  House  Appropriations  Committees  in  writing  1 
30  days  in  advance  of  approving  allocations  of  funds  for  acquiring  i 
or  building  generating  plants.  1 

■i 

I 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  committee  reduced  the  budget  estimate 
of  $5,600,000  to  $5,000,000  or  $1,000,000  in  excess  of  the  House  bill.  ^ 
The  volume  of  work  of  this  administration  is  near  a  peak  which 
justifies  strong  support,  but  the  committee  believes  there  has  been 
undue  extravagance  in  salaries  considering  the  experience  and  trainmg  j| 
of  personnel.  The  committee,  therefore,  admonishes  the  adminis-  n 
tration  to  make  the  major  economy  in  the  biulget  by  down-grading  or  ;1 
eliminating  the  high-salaried  positions  rather  than  to  eliminate  M 
employees  in  the  lower  grades  of  salaries.  j 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION  j; 

The  committee  recommends  $5,000,000  in  place  of  the  budget  I 
estimate  of  $9,330,000  for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation.  >< 
There  is  pending  legislation  in  each  House  providing  for  new  crop 
insurance  programs,  which  will  probably  replace  the  experimental  i 
program  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The  fact  that  i 
Uicre  are  540,000  crop  insurance  contracts  outstanding  makes  it  i 
imperative  that  funds  be  made  available  for  continued  administration  il 
of  the  program.  The  recommendation  of  the  committee  is  con-  [; 
sidered  adequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  administration  of  the  'l 
existing  act  and  to  continue  an  experimental  program  ! 

I 

SECTION  32  FUNDS  I 

The  committee  sustains  the  budget  estimate  of  $48,000,000  for  the  !i 
exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodities  t 
which  IS  an  increase  of  $8,000,000  above  the  House  action.  This 
increase  will  make  it  unnecessary  to  make  a  direct  appropriation  for 
the  administration  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act,  for  ,i 
which  the  House  bill  provided  $525,500.  The  administrative  ex-  .■ 
penscs  for  the  act  would  under  this  ])roposal  be  made  available  from  a  'i 
4  percent  allowance  for  administration  from  the  amount  of  section  32  il 
lunds  appropriated  to  the  exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  ,| 
agricultural  commodities.  i| 

i 

I 

INCRE.\SES  AND  LIMITATIONS 

The  changes  in  the  amounts  of  the  House  bill  recommended  by  the  i 
committee  are  as  follows: 
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^  Title  I — General  appropriations 

Penalty  mail _ 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946: 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems - 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  dis¬ 
tribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural  products - 

The  committee  recommends  a  readjustment  of  the 
amounts  provided  in  the  House  bill  so  as  to  bring  them 
into  conformity  with  the  authorization  set  forth  in  the 
act.  An  increase  is  recommended  of  $500,000  in  all 
for  a  total  of  $9,500,000,  distributed  as  follows: 

For  payments  to  States  (a  reduction 

of  $500,000) _ $2,  500,  000 

For  research  on  utilization  (an  in¬ 
crease  of  $500,000) _  3,  000,  000 

For  cooperative  research  (to  remain 

the  same  amount) _  1,  500,  000 

For  improvement  and  development  of 
distribution  and  marketing  system 
(an  increase  of  $500,000) _ _ —  2,  500,  000 


9,  500,  000 


The  amount  recommended  in  all  is  half  of  the 
authorization  and  estimate  of  $19,000,000. 


The  committee  also  recommends  that  the  following 
provision  be  deleted: 

of  which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allotable  to 
Alaska  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 
the  appropriation  “Research  on  agricultural  prob¬ 
lems  of  Alaska”,  without  matchmg  requirement; 
and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof: 

:  Provided,  That  section  11  of  said  Bankhead-J ones 
Act,  as  amended  by  said  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  under  section  9  (a)”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “appropriated  pursuant  to  section  9  (a)” 

Office  of  the  Solicitor. _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for  neces- 
^  ■  sary  expenses. 

The  committee  also  recommends  a  decrease  in  the  limi- 

■  tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
$97,000,  for  a  total  of  $1,500,000. 

I  Printing  and  binding: 

;  The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  proviso 

be  stricken  from  the  bill: 

■  “for  administering  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 

'  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c- 

608d),  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and 
binding  in  connection  therewith”, 

'  and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof : 

*  to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  23  of  the  Act  of 

i  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such 

^  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in 

;**-  connection  with  the  activities  under  section  32. 

i  The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limi- 

I  tation  on  the  amount  to  be  transferred  of  $74,700,  to  pro- 

k  vide  for  a  total  of  $170,000. 


$300,  000 
500,  000 

500,  000 


200,  000 
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Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics: 

Economic  investigations _ 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
of  $500,000,  for  a  total  of  $2,387,000  for  the  limitation. 


Agricultm-al  Research  Administration: 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry: 

Meat  inspection _ ^ _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee 
is  to  provide  the  estimate  of  $11,140,000. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following 
be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

for  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  as  a  working  capital  fund,  without 
fiscal  year  limitation,  to  be  designated  as  the 
“Meat  inspection  fund”,  which  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  all  expenses  necessary  to  furnish  an 
adequate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service, 
and  hereafter  every  person,  firm,  public 
agency,  or  other  organization  furnished  in¬ 
spection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including 
inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products 
offered  for  import  or  export  and  the  inspection 
of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products,  shall 
pay  the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  at  rates  and  fees  to  be 
fixed  by  him,  which  payments,  to  be  deposited 
in  the  meat-inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full 
reimbursement  for  the  estimated  cost  attribu¬ 
table  to  the  furnishing  of  such  inspection  or 
service,  including  scientific  and  technical 
investigations  and  laboratory  services;  inves¬ 
tigations  relating  to  violations  of,  and 
authorized  exemptions  under,  the  laws  relat¬ 
ing  to  Federal  meat  inspection;  supervisory, 
administrative,  statistical,  business  manage¬ 
ment,  and  other  costs;  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  without 
regard  to  section  607  of  the  Federal  Em¬ 
ployees’  Pay  Act, of  1945,  as  amended;  rent 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere; 
purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding,  including  the  pxirchase 
of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and  certificates 
'  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.,  4311;  and  other  necessary 
expenses:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  require  advance  payment, 
posting  of  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  pay¬ 
ment,  in  order  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  withdraw 
such  inspection  or  service  for  nonpayment  of 
charges  or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  re¬ 
quired  assurance  of  payment:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  inspection  or  other  technical  serv¬ 
ices  may  be  rendered  to  Government  and 
other  public  agencies,  upon  request,  under 
the  terms  and  conditions  herein  provided: 
Provided  further,  That  a  schedule  of  obliga¬ 
tions  and  reimbursements  of  the  meat- 
inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close  of  the  last 
completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  estimated  for 
the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be 


$500,  000 


6,  140,  000 
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included  in  the  budget  as  submitted  to 
Congress  annually:  And  provided  further, 

That  payments  shall  be  made  for  inspection 
or  service  rendered  on  and  after  July  1,  1947. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act _  $50,  000 

The  committee  recommends  the  increase  to  provide 
the  full  amount  of  the  estimate  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  of  $340,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  for  the  Bureau  of  $2,840,  for  a  total  of  $1,061,840 
for  the  limitation. 


Total,  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry _ _ _  6,  190,  000 


Bui’eau  of  Dairy  Industry: 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limitation 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of  $40,912, 
to  provide  a  total  of  $540,912  for  the  limitation. 


Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engi¬ 
neering: 

Forest  diseases _  20,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
investigations  and  research  on  chestnut  diseases,  includ¬ 
ing  breeding,  testing,  and  propagating  blight-resistant 
hybrids. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation _  100,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to  be 
allocated  by  the  Department. 


Total,  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  etc _  120,  000 


Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine: 

Insect  and  plant  disea.se  control _  350,  000 

Of  the  increase  recommended  by  the  committee, 

$250,000  is  for  work  on  control  and  prevention  of 
spread  of  the  pink  bollworm  of  cotton,  and  $100,000  is 
for  work  on  Dutch-elm  disease,  with  special  emphasis 
on  research. 


The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  of  $17,440,  to  provide  a  total  of  $709,440  for 
the  limitation. 


Total,  Agricultural  Research  Adminis¬ 


tration _  6,  660,  000 

Forest  Service: 

National  forest  protection  and  management - - -  250,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
general  management,  operation,  and  regulation  of 
national  forest  properties,  of  which  $25,000  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  for  construction  of  necessary  sanitary  and 
other  recreational  facilities  on  the  Lake  Tahoe  recrea¬ 
tion  area. 

Forest  products _  250,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
experiments,  investigations,  and  tests  to  be  allocated 
by  the  Department. 
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Forest  resources  investigations _  $250,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
survey  and  investigations,  to  be  allocated  by  the 
Department. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$28,000  in  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  provide  a  total  of  $1,083,378 
for  the  limitation. 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests _  250,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
the  acquisition  of  forest  land  under  the  Weeks  Act. 

The  committee  further  recommends  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  be  stricken  from  the  bill : 

to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  of  any  lands  acquired, 
and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof; 

;  the  administrative  cost  of  such  acquisition  to  be 
met  from  the  appropriation  “National  forest  pro¬ 
tection  and  management” 


Total,  Forest  Service  .  _  _ 

Forest  Roads  and  Trails: 

1,  000,  0.00 

Forest  development  roads  and  trails  _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads 
and  trails  in  the  national  forests,  to  provide  a  total  of 
$11,000,000,  which  is  $1,500,000  below  the  estimate 
of  $12,500,000. 

1,  000,  000 

Forest  highways  .  _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  sec.  23  of  the  Federal 
Highway  Act,  to  provide  a  total  of  $8,300,000,  which 
is  $3,000,000  below  the  estimate  of  $11,300,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$9,530  in  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  provide  a  total  of  $109,530  for 
the  limitation. 

3,  000,  000 

Total,  Forest  roads  and  trails _ _ 

4, 000, 000 

Flood  Control _  _  _  _ _ _  _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to  cover 
the  following  proviso,  which  is  also  recommended  to  be 
added  to  the  bill: 

.•  Provided  further,  That  $1 ,000,000  of  the  funds  hereby 
appropriated  shall  be  used  to  make  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys  in  the  watersheds  of  the  Upper  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their  tributaries. 

Sod  Conservation  Service: 

1,  000,  000 

Soil  conservation  research _  __  _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
research  and  investigations,  to  provide  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $1,423,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the 
limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  of  $36,500,  to  provide  a  total  of  $875,000  for  the 
limitation. 

750,  000 
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Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources _ 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  paragraph 

be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17, 
inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  approved  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q),  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the  provisions  of  sections 
201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the  provisions  of  titles 
IV  and  V),  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation 
and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  displays  at 
State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the 
United  States;  $165,614,290,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1948,  for  compliance  wit  h  programs  under 
said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended,  during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December 
31,  1947,  inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$15,000,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head 
shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying 
out  such  programs,  but  not  more  than  $1,950,000  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further.  That  payments  to 
claimants  hereunder  shall  be  made  upon  the  certificate 
of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form 
as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out- 
the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied 
with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  pay¬ 
ments  and  that  the  statements  and  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  correct  and 
true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the 
penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18 
U.  S.  C.  80):  Provided  fterther.  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  functions 
assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Executive  order  (No.  9069)  of  February 
23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of 
any  regional  information  employees  or  any  State  or 
county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  mquiries  or  supplying  of 
information  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further. 
That  no  funds  shall  be  available  for  salaries  or  other 
administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formu¬ 
lation  or  administration  of  any  1948  program  of  soil¬ 
building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation 
practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended,  or  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  except  those  pertaming 
to  marketing  quotas  under  the  latter  Act:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative 
expenses  of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this 
item:  Provided  further.  That  such  amount  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime, 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any  soil¬ 
terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agri¬ 
cultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 

S.  Kept.  474,  80-1- - 3 


$92,  385, 
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practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  pro¬ 
gram  under  said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended: 
Provided  further,  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  complied 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  programs,  formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7 
to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  determines 
that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were 
prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  ap¬ 
propriation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obliga¬ 
tion,  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated 
balance  of  the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  Use  of 
Agricultural  Land  Resources”,  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further, 
That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  prescribed  form 
is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to 
payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incom¬ 
petency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant 
to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1947,  whichever  is 
later:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  any  funds 
available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office, 
corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such 
Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person 
who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”, 
approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been 
found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of 
the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the 
payment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed 
to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to 
favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation  by 
Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or 
through  the  proper  official  channels:  Provided  further. 
That  where  farmer  participation  in  the  program  in  any 
State,  region,  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  the  full 
amount  of  the  money  apportioned  thereto  any  such 
sum  or  sums  in  excess  of  such  requirement  shall  be  re¬ 
apportioned  to  States,  regions,  or  areas  whose  original 
apportionments  have  not  been  sufficient  to  meet  such 
requirements. 

and  that  the  following  paragraph  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof : 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
590g-590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407) 
(except  the  provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and 
383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed 
$6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  includ¬ 
ing  such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international 
fairs  within  the  United  States;  $258,000,000,  to  remain 
available  \intil  December  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with 
programs  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  Febru¬ 
ary  29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
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the  1947  'programs  carried  out  during  the  period  Julif  1, 
1946,  to  December  81,  1947,  inclusive:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $27 ,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under 
this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying 
out  such  programs,  including  the  peamit  marketing  quota 
program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to 
be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more  than  $7,109,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938” :  Provided  further,  That  payments  to 
claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of 
the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the 
Secretary  pay  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  con¬ 
servation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all 
other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and 
that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
March  4>  1909,  as  amended  {18  U.  S.  C.  80):  Provided 
further.  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order 
{No.  9069)  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  em¬ 
ployees  or  any  State  or  county  information  employees, 
but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or 
supplying  of  information  to  individual  farmers:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  such  amount  shall  be  available  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  forrmdation  and  administration  of  the  1948  pro¬ 
grams  {amounting  to  $160,000,000,  including  adminis¬ 
tration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of 
the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the 
several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation  needs 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  provided  that  the  pro¬ 
portion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than 
15  percent  from  the  1946  distribution  and  that  no  partici¬ 
pant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil-building  prac¬ 
tices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices,  under  the 
Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  programs 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with 
respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made, 
in  conforinity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage 
and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  ivater-conserv- 
i-  ing  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner 

and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  deter¬ 
mined  and  approved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective 
States:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his 
discretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in  auditing  pay¬ 
ments  under  this  item:  Provided  further.  That  such 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fer¬ 
tilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or 
any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants  thereof  to 
agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 
practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947,  1948,  and 
1949  programs  under  said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended:  Providing  further.  That  the  Secretary  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who 
complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural 
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conservation  'programs,  formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7 
to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Sotl  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  determines 
that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  pre¬ 
vented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri¬ 
ation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 
payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources,”  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropri¬ 
ation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further.  That  an  application 
for  payment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such 
farmer  {or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death, 
disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under 
regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  S85  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C., 

1940  edition,  1385))  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his 
discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1947, 
whichever  is  later:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  any 
funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office, 
corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such 
Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the 
payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person  who 
has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to 
prevent  pernicious  political  activities,”  approved  August 
2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919 
{18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate 
such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  payment  of  personal  services  or  other  ex¬ 
penses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of 
Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropri¬ 
ation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member 
or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 


Marketing  Services: 

Market  news  service _  $38,  750 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
the  following: 

To  provide  for  market  news  service  on 
wholesale  dressed  meat  on  the  west 
coast,  at  Los  Angeles  and  at  Portland. _  $25,  000 
To  provide  for  market  news  service  on 
cheese  and  related  products  in  Wis- 
consm _  13,750 


Total _  38,  750 


The  committee  also  recommends,  after  the  words 
“dairy  and  poultry  products”,  the  addition  of  the 
following: 

{including  broilers) 

Marketing  farm  products _  100,  000 

The  mcrease  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
provide  $1,100,000  for  carrying  out  the  program,  which 
is  $300,000  below  the  estimate  of  $1,400,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$75,000  in  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  Marketing  Services,  for  a  total 
of  $2,286,000  for  the  limitation. 


Total,  Marketing  Services 


138,  750 
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Commodity  Exchange  Authority: 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limitation 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of  $12,000, 
to  provide  a  total  of  $153,000  for  the  limitation. 


Farmers  Home  Administration: 

Farm  tenant  loans _  $20,  000,  000 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  be 
deleted  from  the  bill: 

For  loans  under 

and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof : 

Title  I  and  section  43,  $20,000,000 
In  recommending  this  increase,  the  committee  is  of 
the  opinion  that  first  priority  should  be  given  to  appli¬ 


cations  from  veterans. 

Salaries  and  expenses _  -  6,  000,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Administration. 

Total,  Farmers  Home  Administration _  26,  000,  000 


Rural  Electrification  Administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses _  1,  000,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
salaries  and  expenses,  with  the  admonishment  to  the 
Administration  that  economies  should  be  effected  by 
reducing  the  higher-grade  employees  rather  than  the 
lower-grade  employees. 

Loans: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  authorization 
to  borrow  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  in¬ 
creased  from  $225,000,000  to  $250,000,000. 


General  provisions: 

Terminal-leave  payments. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following 
section  be  added  to  the  bill: 

Sec.  8 .  •  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended 
for  personal  services  under  appropriations  in  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  December  21,  1944  {Public 
Law  525). 


Title  II — Government  corporations 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation _  4,  000,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
operating  expenses,  to  provide  a  total  of  $5,000,000. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  proviso  be 
added  to  the  bill: 

.•  Provided  further.  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  used  to  insure  any  1948  or  subsequent  crop 
except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred  and  thirty-three 
counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty-seven  counties,  in 
accordance  with  Section  508  (a)  {!)  of  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  and  five  additional  crops  in 
1948  under  the  provisions  of  Section  508  (a)  {2)  of  said 
Act,  as  amended,  including  corn  and  tobacco  in  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  fifty  counties  each  and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed  fifty-six 
counties,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  legislation. 
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Title  III — Reduction  in  appropriation 

Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural 
commodities: 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $8,000,000  in 
the  limitation  on  the  amount  of  funds  to  be  available  during 
1948  for  use  in  effectuating  the  purposes  of  the  1935  act,  to 
provide  a  total  of  $48,000,000  of  available  sec.  32  funds. 


Total  increases _ $138,  934,  460 


DECREASES  AND  LIMITATIONS 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946:  ■ 

For- payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico  for 

agricultural  experiment  stations _  500,  000  I 

The  committee  recommends  a  decrease  in  this  pro-  j 

gram  in  order  to  readjust  the  amount  in  conformity  j 

with  the  authorization  in  the  Act,  as  explained  under 
the  items  for  increases,  to  provide  a  total  of  $2,500,000.  ] 

Agricultural  Research  Administration: 

Research'on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  para¬ 
graphs  be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  Territory  of  Alaska  as  he  may  designate,  t 

to  establish  and  maintain  a  program  for  research  l 

into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $144,940,  including  print- 
ing  and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal  ' 

services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  con-  i 

struction  or  acquisition  of  necessary  buildings  and  I 

facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of  existing  | 

law.  In  carrying  out  such  program  the  Secretary 
is  authorized  to  use  such  authorities  as  have  here-  | 

tofore  been  made  available  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experi¬ 
ment  Station  of  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  by 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  to  cooperate  I 

with  the  University  of  Alaska  and  with  other  pub-  | 

lie  and  private  agencies.  The  provisions  of  this  ■ 

paragraph  shall  be  effective  from  and  after  the  date  1 

of  the  enactment  hereof,  and  the  Secretary  is  j 

authorized  to  take  such  steps  and  to  issue  such  j 

regulations  as  he  may  determine  to  effectuate  the  I 

orderly  discharge  of  his  responsibilities  hereunder.  | 

There  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Secretary  the 
use  of  such  equipment  and  other  facilities,  build¬ 
ings,  and  grounds  of  the  Territorial  agricultural  i 

experiment  station,  including  its  branches,  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  necessary,  other  than  any 
land  in  general  use  heretofore  for  other  university 
purposes,  and  the  Secretary  ma}'  to  the  extent 
deemed  advisable  continue  the  employment  of  the 
existing  personnel  of  the  station.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  other  provision  of  law,  including  the  laws 
of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  there  are  hereby  trans¬ 
ferred  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  any  unex¬ 
pended  balances  now  available,  and  any  moneys 
hereafter  received  for  credit  thereto,  of  all  funds 
heretofore  appropriated  by  the  legislature  or  ac¬ 
quired  under  authority  of  law  for  the  construction, 
use,  and  development  of  the  Territorial  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  station,  the  availability  of  such 
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funds  to  be  unaffected  by  this  transfer.  The 
moneys  so  transferred  shall  be  available  for  the 
settlement,  in  such  manner  as  the  Secretary  shall 
direct,  of  obligations  outstanding  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer. 

Office  of  Expeeiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  paj^ments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto 
Rico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provi.sions  of  the  following  Acts  relating 
to  agricultural  experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead-Jones,  and 
related  Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March 
2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  C.,  362,- 363,  365,  368,  377-379), 
$720,000;  Adams  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16, 
1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the 
Act  approved  Februarv  24,  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361, 
366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000; 
Bankhead-Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  $2,661,268, 
none  of  which  shall  be  available  for  Alaska;  Hawaii, 
the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386- 
386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of 
Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as 
amended  (70  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extending  the 
benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Rico, 
$90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  and 
Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of 
research  with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  in¬ 
cluding  not  to  exceed  $197,525  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2,  1887,  March 
16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928,  March 
4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts  amendatory 
thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383, 
386,  386d-386f),  relative  to  their  administration 
and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $211,000;  and  the 
Secretary  shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual 
financial  statement  required  under  the  above  Acts, 
ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research 
work'of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experi¬ 
ment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts 
with  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines, 
and  make  report  thereon  to  Congress, 
and  that  the  following  paragraphs  be  inserted  in  lieu 
thereof : 

Research  ojr  Aoricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 

To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  agencies  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  he  may  designate,  to 
establish  and  maintain  a  program  for  research  into 
the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $100,000,  including  printing 
and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  the  acquisition  of  land  and 
the  construction  or  acquisition  of  necessary  buildings 
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and  facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of  existing 
law,  including  the  construction  of  such  buildings  and 
facilities  upon  land  provided  by  the  Territory  or 
otherwise. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and 
Puerto  Rico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating 
to  agricultural  experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and 
related  Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2, 
1887  (7  U.  S.  C.,  862,  863,  365,  368,  377-379), 
$720,000;  Adams  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16, 
1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the 
Act  approved  February  24,  1925  (7.  U .  S.  C.  361, 

366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000; 
Bankhead- J ones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427 g),  $2,663,708; 
Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386-386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of 
Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch 
Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936 
(7  U.  S.  C.  369a),  extending  the  benefits  of  the 
Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$27,500;  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $42,500;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  {70 
U.  S.  C.  386d—386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  cer¬ 
tain  Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all, 
payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  $7,206,208. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  re¬ 
search  with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $197,525  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of 
the  Acts  approved  March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906, 
February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928,  February  23, 
1929,  March  4,  1931,  arid  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts 
amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361—363,  365—383, 
386-386f),  relative  to  their  administration  and  for 
the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial 
statement  required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain 
whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance  with  their 
provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of  the  State 
agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the 
lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of  the 
Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics _ 

The  reduction  recommended  by  the  committee  is 
in  the  necessary  expenses  for  conducting  the  program. 

The  committee  also  recommends  a  reduction  in 
the  limitation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  $76,700,  for  a  total  of  $305,000  for  the 
limitation. 


$245, 
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Flood  control; 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  proviso 
be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

Provided  further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the 
fiscal  years  1947  and  1948  for  works  of  improvement 
on  individual  watersheds  shall  be  in  the  respective 
amounts  set  forth  in  the  Department’s  budget  justi¬ 
fications  to  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  and 
shall  not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be  necessary  by 
reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available  prior- 
year  balances. 

National  School  Lunch  Act _  $45,  000,  000 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  section 
be  deleted  from  the  bill: 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  396),  $45,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching  funds 
from  sources  within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale 
of  lunches. 

and  that  the  following  be  inserted  under  title  III  on  sec.  32 
funds: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  , 4,  1946  {Public  Law 
396),  there  is  hereby  made  available  $76,000,000  of  the 
funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  194$  by  section  32 
of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  {7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ), 
such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 
limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclu¬ 
sive  of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence 
of  section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act, 

Administration  of  agricultural  marketing  agreements 
and  orders _ 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  section  be 
deleted  from  the  bill: 

Administration  of  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreements  and  Orders 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
administer  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $525,300. 


Total  decreases _  46,  270,  300 

Total  increase _  138,  934,  460 

Total  decrease _  46,  270,  300 

Net  increase _  91,  564,  160 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  664,  836,  426 


525,  300 


COMPARATIVE  STATEMENT  OF  THE  AMOUNTS  APPROPRIATED  FOR  1947,  THE  BUDGET  ESTIMATES  FOR  1948, 
AND  THE  AMOUNTS  RECOMMENDED  IN  THE  ACCOMPANYING  BILL  FOR  1948 

[Note. — Figures  in  brackets  [  ]  not  included  in  totals] 
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30  Contained  in  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1947.  Originally  submitted  as  a  1948  budget  estimate  “to  be  immediately  availal)le.” 

31  Additional  recommendation  contained  in  H.  Doc.  214,  80th  Cong. 

33  Represents  a  revision  of  the  original  estimate  (see  H.  Doc.  186,  80th  Cong.). 
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33  Preliminary  figures.  Subject  to  revision. 


Comparahve  statement  oj  the  amounts  appropriated  jor  1947,  the  budget  estimates  for  1948,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  hill  for  Continued 

(Note— Figures  in  brackets  [  ]  not  included  in  totals] 
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80th  congress 
isT  Session 


Calendar  No.  493 


R*  3601 

[Report  No.  474] 


m  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATICS 

May  29  (legislative  clay,  April  21),  1947 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

Jl’ly  11  (legislative  day,  July  10),  1947 
Reported  by  IMr.  Brooks,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  througli  and  insert  tiie  part  printed  in  italic! 


AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  eriacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled j 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 

6  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 
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TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  two  (one  at  not  to 
exceed  $3,000)  passenger  motor  vehicles;  travel  expenses, 
including  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the 
field ;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment ;  freight, 
express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred 
to  as  the  Department,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are 
provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however,  That 
if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the 
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Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be  increased  or 
decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of 
the  Department  shall  detennine  are  appropriate  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such 
appropriations  or  authorizations:  Provided  further,  That,  of 
appropriations  herein  made  which  are  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may  be  expended  for  each 
option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or  tracts  of  land: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by 
this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee, 
or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  commission, 
or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  predic¬ 
tion,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threat¬ 
ened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to  future 
prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same:  Provided  further, 
That,  except  to  provide  materials  re(|uired  in  or  incident  to 
research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic 
product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
Act  shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured 
from  commodities  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the  United 
States. 
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PENALTY  MAIL 

For  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of 
the  Department,  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944 
(39  U.  S.  C.  321d) ,  mT^-m^0(Kh%B4S(),000. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OE  1946 


To  enable  the  Secretaiy  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  Law  733) ,  including 
in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and  imder  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head- Jones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  administration, 
planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary 
expenses  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the 
Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $37000,000  ^2,- 
500, 000,  of  which  such  amount  m  shah  he  ahotahle  to 
Alaska  shah  he  transferred  to  and  make  a  part  of  the  appro- 

ma telling  requirement;  Provided,  That  section  11 
of  said  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended  by  said  Act  of 
August  14,  1946,  is  amended  by  striking  out  authorized  to 
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he  appropriated  imder  section  9  (a)’’  and  inserting  in  lien 
thereof  ^dippropriated  pursuant  to  section  9  ( a)"  ; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems 
piu'suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $2,500-, 000  $3,- 
000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  “Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  IT  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946),  $2-,000,000  $2,500,000; 

In  all,  $9,0007000  $9,500,000:  Provided,  That  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  penalty  mail  as  required  by  the 
Act  of  June  28,  1944,  may  be  transferred  to  the  regular 
departmental  appropriation  therefor:  Provided  fuidher.  That 
for  necessary  printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred 
to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding. 
Department  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to 
any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  which  it  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall 
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be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  avail¬ 
able  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the  Department:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  prodiiet 
thereof. 

OFDICE  OF  THE  SOLIOITOE 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Cohmibia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the  use 
of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  held  service,  $^-2§j0Q0 
$2,225,000.,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  hscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation ; 
and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  $47597,000  $1,500,000: 
Provided,  however.  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  for  the  current  hscal  vear  shall  at 
any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respec¬ 
tively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts 
transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
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of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the 
requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  approi)riations  or  authorizations. 

OFFICE  OF  INFOBMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total 
appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $533,000;  for  prepara¬ 
tion  and  display  of  exhibits,  $128,400;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures,  $67,400 :  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  of  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
cm’rent  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers  to  this  appro- 
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priation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in 
the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be 
transferred  'therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount 
which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  he  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine  are  appropriate  to  the  reciuirements  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions:  Provided  further,  That  wdien  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more  ad¬ 
vantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office 
of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these 
purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  avail- 
able  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That  in 

the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Depart- 

» 

ment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 


0 


1  (5  U.  S.  0.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 

2  to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15  of 

3  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600)  :  Provided, 

4  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  estab- 

5  lishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or 

6  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except  that 

7  not  to  exceed  $10,000  mav  be  used  to  maintain  the  San 

8  Francisco  radio  office. 

9  PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

10  For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  includ- 

11  ing  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services, 

12  except  as  otherwise  provided,  $1,607,000,  including  the 

13  purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles 
11  published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Report 

15  of  the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895 

16  (44  U.  S.  0.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915 

17  (7  U.  S.  C.  418) ,  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108) ,  and 

18  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44 

19  U.  S.  C.  214,  224),  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000 

20  for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests 

21  of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 

22  proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent 

23  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 

24  Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
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10 

direct,  but  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants 
of  the  Eorest  Service  authorized  hy  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1919 
(44  U.  S.  C..  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  re¬ 
port  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) , 
as  authorized  hy  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  IT.  S.  C.  241)  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may 
transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropriation  made 
for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Resources” 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding 
in  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry 
into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 

approved  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as 

* 

may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection 
with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated 

n  rll  n  n  )  1  ^  ch  /A-i  ^  f  1  ^  /-V  \  ~\  T  i*1r 

TTTr  ttUillllllnll.  1 111^  Tltt?  \  InlUlln  tTr  111“  2.  Vg  1  ILltitllrltl  llXctl  lYU til rg 

Agreement  Aet  of  4-9A7  -fT-  Ur  Sr  Cr  608c  sneh 

sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  bknlmg  in  eon- 
ma4ion  therewith  to  carry  into  efect  the  terms  of  section  32 
of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as 
amended,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  'printing  and. 
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binding  in  connection  iritb  the  activities  under  section  32: 
Provided,  further,  llicit  the  total  amount  that  may  he  trans- 
ferred  under  the  autliority  granted  in  the  preceding  proviso 
shall  not  exceed  $0573410  $170,000. 

LIBEAEY,  DEPAETMEYT  OE  AGEIOULTUEE 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  hooks,  periodicals, 
and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not  to 
exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretar}^,  for  liljrary  mend3ership  in  societies  or  asso¬ 
ciations  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a 
price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 
members;  $660,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUEEAU  OE  AGEICULTUEAL  ECONOMICS 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
fl-jSS-TyGOO  $2,387,000  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columl)ia,  including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the 
purchase  of  books  of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers, 
as  follows : 

Economic  investigations:  Eor  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural 
production,  distribution,'  land  utilization,  and  conservation 
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in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and 
income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  $17743,600  $2,243,600 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
under  the  heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used 
for  State  and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting 
cultural  surveys,  or  for  the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  Eor  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  gi'ades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  production, 
distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosm  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  0.  556b) ,  and 
for  the  collection  and  pubhcation  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 
provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 
May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400:  Provided, 
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That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or 
publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the 
acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

OTEICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 

RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabhng 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  tbe 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultoal  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $428,000. 

INTERNATIONAL  PRODUCTION  CONTROL 

COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  tbe  ap-  • 
propriations  ‘'Salaries  and  expenses,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration”  and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United 
States  as  a  member  of  the  International  Wheat  Advisory 
Committee,  the  International  Sugar  Council,  or  like  events 
or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction  of  agricultural  sur¬ 
pluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropriations,  to¬ 
gether  with  traveling  and  other  necessary  expenses  relating 
thereto. 
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EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUEETO 

EICO 

Eor  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Eico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts; 
Capper-Ivetcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  0.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II>  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  11 
U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  section 
23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l), 
$8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  Eebruary  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386c) ,  extending  the  ben-efits  of  the  Smitli-Lever  Act  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,'  and  section  3  of  the 
Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Eico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Eico,  $274,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketchum, 
Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950.  • 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


15 


SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work : 
For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341- 
348 ) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and  the 
several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions,  $827,200, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  ma}^  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
AGRIOULTUEAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administeatoe 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salaiy  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  operation;  and 
furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  without 
reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property, 
valued  at  approximately  $9,750,  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Mary¬ 
land,  consisting  of  approximately  88  acres  of  land 
known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approximately  40 
acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract:  Provided, 
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That  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are 
rendered  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reim¬ 
bursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including 
handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
(including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for 
services,  supplies,  equipment  and  materials  furnished,  stores 
of  which  may  be  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building 
construction,  alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center 
in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations 
and  the  applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their 
proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation :  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Eesearch 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
hmvever,  Tliat  unless  otlierwuse  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connecting 
greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for 
construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall 

be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
> 

therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the 
fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Research  Administra¬ 
tor,  whichever  is  greater. 
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1  Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of 

2  Ageicultuee 

3  Dor  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 

4  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b, 

5  427c,  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  sec- 

6  tion  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work, 

7  including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and 

8  printing  the  results  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by 

9  such  agencies  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary  may 

10  designate  or  estabhsh,  and  to  which  he  may  make  allot- 

11  ments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services  in  the 

12  District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  which  amount  $785,200 

13  shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 

14  research  laboratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural 

15  regions  provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 

16  Research  on  Steategic  and  Ceitical  Ageicultueal 

17  Mateetals 

18  For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 

19  out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 

20  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Pihng  Act  of  July  23,  1946, 

21  in  connection  with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  serv- 

22  ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000;  and  there  shall 

23  be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Government  surplus 

24  without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consisting  of 

H.  R.  3601 - 3 
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approximately  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  acres  known 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  acres  of  the 
Gnidotti  tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Arguelo  tract,  and  twenty- 
five  acres  of  the  Alisal  mdustrial  site  (all  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  Safinas,  California) ,  including  improvements  and 
laboratory  facilities  and  equipment  thereon,  and  personal 
property,  valued  in  all  (procurement  cost)  at  approximately 


$865,000. 

IIeseaech  on  Agricult  ueal  Problems  of  Alasi^ 
To  ennhlc  the  Sceretaryj  through  such  ofheer-s  and 
emj»loy-eea  of  the  4>epai-tmcnt  of  jVgilouhurc  and  the  Terri 
tory  of  Alaska  an  he  may  designate,  to  estaldish  and  maintain 
a  prograni  for  rcncareh  into  the  hasie  agrienltural  needs  and 
problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  $111,910^  meluding 
printing  and  bindingj  the  employment  of  personal  serviees 
in  the  Pistriet  of  Columhia,  and  the  constmetion  or  aequisi- 
tion  of  necessary  buildings  and  faeilities  without  regard  to 
restrietions  of  existing  lawr  In  cari-}4ng  out  sueh  program 
the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  use  sueh  authorities  as  have 
heretofore  been  made  available  by  the  -Legislatm-e  of  the 
Territor}^  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Ex-perimont  Station 
of  the  Eni-versity  of  Alaska,  and  by  the  laws  of  rite  Enited 
States,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  Eniversity  of  Alaska  and 
with  other  pubho  and  private  agencies.-  The  provisions  ei 
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■f  I'tl  ct 

11  lie 


fee  effeGti\-o  hem  ft«4  alter  hm  4ftte  el 


aeefe  st(.^])s  att4  -fee  ieaue  aeefe-  ae  fee  ftia^  determine 


an^  land  In  general  aae  beret-elor(^  ler  olfecr  university  pae- 
pesesj  and  tbe  ^oorctarA'  may  le  tfee  exieni  deemed  advisable 
eentninc  Ifee  employment  el  dm  existing  personnel  el  Ifee 
statien.  ^twitlistanding  any  ether  provision  el  kwj  in- 
eltiding  the  laws  el  the  Territoiy  el  Alasha,  there  are  hereby 


ler  the  use  el  the  Seemta^  any  unexpended  feafe- 


anees  new  available,  and  any  moneys  her-ealter  received  ler 
credit  theretey  el  ah  lands  heretofore  appropriated  fey  the 


strnetleny  ascy  and  development  ^  the  Tendterial  agrical 


by  this  transfer-;  hhe  moneys  se  transferred  shah 


at  the  time  el  the 


transfer. 
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Office  op  ExPEBi-ai-Bi^FP  Btations 

FAYMBX-FB  FO  STAFEB,-  HAWAII,  AXO  POEftFO  BiOe 

Eof  to  tfeo  States,  Hawaii,  aft4  Eacrto  Rieo 

to  fee  pai4  quarterly  m  a^Aaoeoj  to  earry  ioto  eSeet  tfee 
^roYisiona  of  tfete  fol-lowiog  Aets  relating  to  agriciiltm-al 
experiments  stations^ 

•Hatefey  -Adams,-  Purnell,-  Bankhead  J ones,'  and  related 
Aets-f  Hateh  Aetj  the  Aet  approYed  M-areli  Sy  4887-  -(4  4A 
dddy  dddy  dd§7  mSj  37^379f,  $7-20,000--  -Adams  Aety 
tfee  Aet  approYed  ^lareh  Idj  4906  -f7  Hr  8t  O?  369)-7 
$720,-0007  Pimiell  Aet^  tfee  Aet  approYed  Eeferuary  247 
492§ -(7  Hr  Or  3OI7  3O67  OTOj  OTE  0737  OTOy  dgOj  082)7 
$-2788070007  Banlriiead-Jones  Aet.  title  4  of  tfeo  Aet  ap- 
pro-Yed  dune  297  4900  -f7  Or  8t  O.  42-^-27-g-)7  $2-,-664,2687 
none  of  which  shall  fee  aYailablc  for  Adasfea-j  HaY^aiiy  fefee 
Aet  approYed  ^4ay  4O7  4928  -f7  Or  8t  Or  080-086fe)7 
e-x-tending  tfee  feenefets  of  certain  Aets  of  Oongress  to  tfee 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  $907000-7  -Puerto  Oieoy  tfee  Aet 
approYed  Marefe  47  40047  as  amended  -f70  Or  8r  Or 
386f),  extending  tfee  feenOits  of  eei-tain  Aets  of 
to  Puerto  Pico,  $907000 ;  in  aO  payments  to  States,  HaY^aii, 
and  Puerto  Pieo,-  $-7,161,268. 


S-ALAIHES  AX©  EXPENSEB 


Administration  of  grants  and 
Yritfe  States:  Per  necessary  expenses,  mf 


of  research 
not  to  exceed 
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$19775-25  fof  personal  ser-viees  m  llie  District  ef 
le  enlorcc  tfee  provisions  of  tfeo  -Acts  approved  5i4areli  27 
48^  3i4arek  ^  4OO67  Del>roary  247  ^  ^  -^1287 

Mareli  47  4931,  and  done  287  4936,  ond  Aets  amenda- 
tery  thereto  -(4  ¥.  8t  €t  361-363,  365  -3697  37-0-3837 
3867  386d  386f)  ;  relative  to  tbeir  administration  and  for  tko 
administration  of  an  agrienltnral  experiment  station  in 
Diierto  Sieo7  $211,000;  and  tlie  Secretary  shall  prescrihe 
the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under  the 

c\  Iv/XTri^  ■  A  ft  CfPr^vf'OTn  -fl-i/v  /^:vy\r>'n  /]  1  T*r^n  fl  XXX  f\  /^PAVrl 

cTT/vT  vx?  cloU^i  LLIJ_L1  >V  XlUl/ilv^X  l/Xlv/  vh2tTJU4iLtXLLiX  Uo  eXX  U  XXX  tXX.  vJVJX  vX 

ance  with  their  nrovisionsr  coordinatec  the  research  work  of 


the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 


stations  in  the 


lines  authorised  in  said  -Acts  with  research  of  the 


and  make  report 


To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  he  may  designate,  to  establish 
and  maintain  a  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricul¬ 
tural  needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$100,000,  including  printing  and  binding,  the  employment 
of  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  land  and.  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  necessary 
buildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of  exist¬ 
ing  law,  including  the  construction  of  such  buildings  and 
facilities  upon  land  provided  by  the  Territory  or  otherwise. 
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Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND 

PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico  to  he  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  efect 
the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural 
experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U. 
S.  a.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Aelams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380, 
382),  $2,880,000 ;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  1  of  the  Act 
approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g), 
$2,663,708 :  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  386-386h),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of.  Congress  to  the  Territojuf  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provisions  of  section  2  of 
the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  369a),  ex¬ 
tending  the  benefits  of  the  Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $27,500;  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $42,500; 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended 
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(7  U.  8.  C.  S86d-386f ) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Pico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments 
to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Pico,  $7,206,208. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$197,525  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16, 
1928,  February  23,  1929,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20, 
1936,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363, 
365-383,  386-386f),  relative  to  their  administration  and 
for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Pico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall 
prescribe  the  fomn  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required 
under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are 
in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research 
work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of 
the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report  thereon 
to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Eico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Eico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration, 
and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 
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Bfeeau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,059,-000  $1,061,840  for  departmental  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry,  and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned 
with  the  livestock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic 
raising  of  fur-hearing  animals,  as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultiy  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  caiTying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supple- 
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1  mentary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 

2  or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place, 

3  nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation 

4  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  .of  inspec- 

5  tion  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall 

6  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or 

7  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  dehvered 

8  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered :  Provided  further,  That 

9  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  com- 

10  pensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  ex- 

11  ceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value 

12  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage  thereof;  that  no 

13  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount  paid  or  to  be 

14  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and  municipahty  where 

15  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no  case  shall 

16  any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 

17  animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 

18  Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran- 

19  tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 

20  cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 

21  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super- 

22  vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 

23  vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the 

24  inspection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 

H.  R.  3601 - 4 
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with  the  Act  of  August  STO,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102)  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522),  and  the  in¬ 
spection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,197. 

Meat  inspection :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws 
relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products, 
$570007000  $11 ,140 ,000 ,  for  do-posit  m  the  Treasury  of  the 
■Fnited  ^ates  as  a  working  eapital  hffid7  -without  fiscal  year 
hmitatioft7  to  he  designated  as  the  ^leat  inspection  hmd— ,- 
which  shah  he  availahle  for  ah  e-x-penses  necessary  to  furnish 
an  adequate  and  e-ffieient  inspection  or  service-,  and  hereafter 
every  person7  firnt,  puhhe  ageneyy  or  other  organi^tion 
furnished  inspection  or  service  under  said  laws7  including 
inspection  of  meat  and  meat  food  products  oherod  for  import 
or  export  and  the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat 
pro€l-uets,  shah  pay  the  United  ^ates  therefor  in 
with  regulations  preserihed  hy  the  8eeretary  €d 
and  at  rates  and  fees  to  he  fixed  hv  hinn  ^^liieli 
to  he  deposited  in  the  meat-inspeetion  fund,  shall  provide  full 

^  f  1~^  r\  /Zii.  :i-t  I  4  /•>  <1  ZiiXiiL  4^  f  /\ 

1  vJ’llllULll  o  V  II  IvM  1 L  rUL  TtxvT  vTo  1 1111c  1 1  Li.  I  v'i  "or  ft  I  ll.  1  Pj  It  1 1 1  F.l  I L  1 111/ 


furnishing  of  such  h 


o 1  -1  ^  1  -1  /1  T  -1  >  <->i^  Oi'ii  n 

V/1  nl  1  \  IV A  ^  1 J Iv  1  Cll till y  jSl  lv  llllllll 


and 


1 1~\  'S  /yfci  >  r<  1-^  rl 

111!  UoXliiil  I  IX/I  In  ctxTtt 


.  ^  ill  V  iToll 


s  relating  to  violations  of7  and  authorized 
under,  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection ;  super- 
visorvr  administrative,  statistieah  business  management7  and 
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1  «+  ihe  ol  CV)iiimbift 

2  ft«4  witktitrt  a^etieii  ^^07-  ei  Fe€lei=til 

3  Eniploy(>os’  Fay  fd  m  ameudadi  ift  Ae  jdist^piet 

4  ol  CelumFia  a+td  (daowhoro ;  pnraliaso  a«d  hke  al  paase«|!fei= 

5  Diotor  v(‘lii(dc'f< ;  printing'  an4  Idndingj  i«(4ttdtng=  t-tia  parol lase 

6  af  printed  tagyr  lalndy  staaip^i,  and  oartifioatos  aa  authorizod 

7  Inr  tAo  Ao^  al  Soptondror  AA  74M4  -fo  dA  8t  (At 

8  and  atAor  naooaaary  ox-panaoa-r  Prm^Uhd,  ddrat  tAo  Soorotary 

9  a(  AgTioultnro  napr  rooprao  ad^anoo  paynrony  pasting  a( 

19  bandsj  ar  atlrar  aasuranoo  al  ])ayniont,  in  ardar  ta  protoat  tba 
11  intoroata  al  tira  dA+itad  Stattai,  and  may  wpklmid  ar  wAh 
13  draw  aaab  inapaatian  ar  aorvico  far  nanpaymont  at  oliargx^ 
18  ar  taoa,  ar  faibirc  ta  ])ravido  tba  rcMjuirtHl  aaanranaa  at  pay 
Id  inont :  Pvovidvd  Fkat  inapaatian  ar  atbar  taabniaat 

15  aar¥iaas  may  ba  randarad  ta  (lavcanmont  and  atbar  piiblii* 

16  agaiiaiaa^  upan  ro([iiaat,-  nndar  tba  torma  and  coiiditiona  barain 

17  provided :  Provided  finihev,  Tbat  a  aabaduk^  at  obligations 

18  and  raimbnraamanta  at  tba  maatAnapaatian  tnndj  aa  at  tba 

19  ab>aa  at  tba  laat  oainplatad  baaal  yaar^  and  aa  aatimatad  tar 

20  tba  ain¥(ait  and  enaning  fiaaal  y(avra,  sball  ba  inalndtal  in  tba 

21  Bndgi't  aa  aiilnnittad  ta  (Vmgraaa  annually :  A-nd 

22  dAnrt  paymanta  shall  ba  made  tar  inapaatian  ar  a 

23  ji^mbnad  on  and  attar  July  -A  lt)d7. 

21  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
25  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) , 
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regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $290,-000  $340,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 

/ 

The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May 
12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  appropriations  are  herein  made  to  carry  into 
effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

EEADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHEE 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  m  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia, 
or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or 
European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 
including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 
future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poul¬ 
try)  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated 
by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and 
uTespective  of  ownership,  under  hke  or  substantially  similar 
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1  circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 

2  quarantine  regulations,  $100,000,  together  with  such  sums 

3  from  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary 

4  may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency 

5  which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  coim- 

• 

6  try:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 

7  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat, 

8  egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  ap- 

9  praisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any 

10  such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production, 

11  or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emer- 

12  gency,  to  be  determined  b}^  the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the 

13  United  States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not 

14  exceed  one-hah  of  any  such  appraisements :  Provided  further, 

15  That  poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  w’hen  the  basis  for 

16  appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

17  Bueeau  of  Dairy  Industry 

18  Salaries  and  expenses:  Dor  necessary  expenses,  including 

19  not  to  exceed  $50OjQOO  $540,912  for  personal  services  in  the 

20  District  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 

21  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  0.  401-404) ,  including  investiga- 

22  tions,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  industry, 

23  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May 

24  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  relating  to  process  or 

25  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946 
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1  (Public  Law  427) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S. 

2  C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation  of  process 

3  or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

4  For  repair  of  buildings,  fence,  electric  line  and  feed 

5  bunk,  recenth"  damaged  by  tornado  at  the  dairy  field  station, 

6  Woodward,  Oklahoma,  $5,300, 

7  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

8  Engineering 

9  salaries  and  expenses 

1.0  For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

11  and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 

12  improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus- 
19  tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
11  of  engineering  principles  to  agnculture ;  plant  diseases, 
lb  -  including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 

10  control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 

11  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
19  of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri- 

19  cultm’al  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 

20  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ- 
-21  jjjg  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing 

22  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 
99  planea;  and  for- personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
91  as  follows: 

9b  Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im- 
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provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  com 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums, 
soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide, 
and  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  surplus  with¬ 
out  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 
by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  per¬ 
mit  from  the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels 
of  land,  totahng  in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres, 
situated  at  Chapman  Field  Military  Beservation,  Dade 
County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement  cost)  at  approxi¬ 
mately  $7,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $359,280  $379,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  -of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  hming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural 
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use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irri¬ 
gated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by 
crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,391,000 
$1,491,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  includ¬ 
ing  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanita- 
tion,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their  appur¬ 
tenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building  plans 
and  specifications ;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineering 
problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $637,000. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C. 
191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council, 
$436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $350,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  acquisition  of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed 
$2,500  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
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1  1944,  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 

2  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) . 

3  Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Station:  For  replacement 

4  and  repair  of  buildings,  equipment  and  supplies,  utilities, 

5  fences  and  other  general  repairs  and  clean-up  operations 

6  from  damages  due  to  the  recent  tornado  at  Woodward, 

7  Oklahoma,  $45,600. 

8  Bueeau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quaeantine 

9  SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

10  For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

11  demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the*  promotion  of  econoihic 

12  entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 

13  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to  agri- 

14  culture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 

15  bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 

16  pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 

17  destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 

18  ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 

19  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 

20  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7 

21  U.  S.  0.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 

22  141-144),  the- Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  149)  and 

23  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a) ,  authorizing  the 

24  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 

.  H.  B.  3601 - 5 
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1  insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte- 

2  nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven, 

3  and  not  to  exceed  $692,000  $709, MO  for  personal  services 

4  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

5  Insect  investigations:  Dor  the  investigation  of  insects 

6  affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 

7  products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 

8  crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 

9  plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 

10  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 

11  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 

12  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in- 

13  vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 

14  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange 

15  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other 

16  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment,  and  appara- 

17  tus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradica- 

18  tion  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  and  for 

19  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including  methods 

20  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their  applica- 

21  tion,  $2,961,300. 

22  Insect  and  plant  disease  control :  Fo’r  carrying  out  op er- 

23  ations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre- 

24  vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 

25  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths, 
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Dutch  elm  disease,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal 
msts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil,  including  the 
enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation  with 
States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton- 
free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 
of  the  pink  hoUworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  February 
8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 
plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the 
interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been 
transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  quarantine 
laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  In¬ 
spection  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  166),  $2,6^7,-100  $3M7,100: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to 
pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or 
other  property  injured  or  destroyed :  Provided  further,  That, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil 
in  any  State  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  neces¬ 
sary  to  accomplish  this  purpose,  or  for  barberi’y  eradication 
until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall 
have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States, 
counties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organiza¬ 
tions  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose:  Provided  fur- 
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tiler,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures 
from  this  appropriation  shall  be  made  for  applying  methods 
of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where  meas¬ 
ures  for  the  removal  and  destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal 
lands  suffering  from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force, 

provided  such  removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential 

• 

or  appropriate  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor 
until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall 
have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State, 
county,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  organizations 
concerned :  Provided,  however.  That  expenditures  incurred  for 
removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non- 
Federal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions;  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the 
removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm 
disease  except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
or  on  property  included  within  local  experimental  control 
areas. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7 
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U.  S.  0.  151-167) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7  U.  S.  0. 
141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  0. 
149 ) ,  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they 
pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement 
of  regulations  govcrnmg  the  movement  of  plants  into  and 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended, 
and  for  inspection  and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  prod¬ 
ucts  to  meet  the  sanitary  requirements  of  foreign  countries, 
as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $2,000,000. 

CONTEOL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND 

PLANT  DISEASES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  bf 
the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  0. 
148-148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 
employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000.  .-.a. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
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exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  investigations:  For  conducting  the 
investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  May  15,  1862 
(5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512),  relating  to  the  application  of  chem¬ 
istry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  cbemical,  physical, 
microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds, 
drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the  physiological 
effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  products 
and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of 
methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for 
such  purposes;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the 
utilization  of  fruits  and  -  vegetables  and  for  frozen  pack 
investigations;  $511,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry,  from 
Government  surplus  without  compensation  therefor,  a  cer¬ 
tain  parcel  of  real  property  of  approximately  one  acre  (con¬ 
sisting  of  lots  37  and  38  of  Deal  and  Kreiser  Subdivision, 
and  lots  24  and  25  of  tract  728  in  the  city  of  Pasadena, 
California) ,  valued  at  approximately  $15,800. 

]N^aval-stores  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of 
naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 
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1  the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  im- 

2  proved  equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval 

3  stores;  and  the  ^veighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation, 

4  and  utilization  of  naval  stores ;  $152,550. 

5  Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re- 
0  searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 

7  to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 

8  merit  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292) ,  including  research  on 

9  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 

10  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity 

11  and  equipment  storage  building  at  the  Western  Regional 

12  Research  Laboratory  located  at  Albany,  California. 

13  Eueeau  of  Human  Nuteition  and  Home  Economics 

14  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ- 

15  ing  not  to  exceed  $38'47700  $305,000  for  personal  services  in 

16  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 

17  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for  food^ 

18  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special  suggestions 

19  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
29,  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  in- 

21  vestigations,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as 

22  have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home, 
and  tor  disseminating  useful  information  on  this  subject, 

24  $1,015,000  $800,000. 
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1  WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 

2  Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 

3  Act  approved  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  0.  594a) ,  including 

/ 

4  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000, 
“5  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Depart- 

6  ment  of  the  Interior  for  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust 

7  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 

8  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under 

9  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United 

10  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 

11  for-' the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 

12  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount 

13  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for 
11  "leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire  program, 
15  method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
Id  its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  confined  to, 

17  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 

18  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

19  FOREST  SERVICE 

29  '  SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

21  For'  expenses  necessar}",  including  not  to  exceed 

22  $1,055,378  $1,083,378  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
22  of  Columbia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur- 

24  suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 

25  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
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Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) ,  and  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  District  of 
Columbia ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations  and 
report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  })roper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  ])reservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces¬ 
sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and  of  con¬ 
necting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected, 
shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 
building  erected,  ])urchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which 
was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  build¬ 
ing  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  administer,  and 
improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 
other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil 
H.  F.  3601 - 6 
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waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to 
ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national 
forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to 
stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate, 
digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 
investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  ‘'National 
forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed 
$50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire  cooperation” 
may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest  fire  prevention 
posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows: 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000 
per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Reserva¬ 
tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 
March  1,  1911  (16  U.  8.  C.  514),  $650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  b}^  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 
care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 
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exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro¬ 
tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ¬ 
ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct 
purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  im¬ 
provements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not 
to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment, 
and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ; 
control  of  destructive  forest  tree  diseases  and  insects; 
timber  cultural  operations ;  development  and  apphcation 
of  fish  and  game  management  plans ;  propagation  and 
transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
arid  portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and 
appraising  of  timber  and  other  resources  and  development 
and  application  of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale, 

and  use;  examination,  classification,  surve3dng,  and  appraisal 

• 

of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law 
and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests 
that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under 
the  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912 
(16  U.  S.  0.  506-509) ,  as  provided  b}’^  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (16  U.  S.  0.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of 
water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
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interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessar}^  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$237764,891  $24,014,891,  of  wliich  not  to  exceed  $25,- 
000  sliall  be  aYaila])le  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  admin¬ 
istration,  including  lands  under  contiact  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes. 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meet¬ 
ing  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i),  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  sil¬ 
vicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investi¬ 
gations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 
management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7, 
at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 
$2,475,000. 
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Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  S-LQOOjQOQ  $1,250,000,  of 
which  at  least  $11,050  shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the 
utilization  of  waste  woods. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
unde-r  section  10,  $5-7-27000  $822,000. 

FOEEST-riEE  COOPEEATTON 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  agencies  in  foresi-lire  prevention  and  suppression 
and  the  protection  of  timbei’ed  and  cut-over  lands  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  1 ,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  564-570) , 
$9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FAEM  AND  OTHEE  PEIVATE  FOEESTEY  COOPEEATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  indus¬ 
tries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest 
management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to 
States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained- 
yield  management,  tlie  conservation  of  tlie  timber  resources, 
the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabilization  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries,  and 
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1  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department 

2  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Darm 

3  .  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) , 

4  (not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections 

5  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766) , 

6  of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568) , 

7  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto ;  in  all,  not  to  exceed 

8  $809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended 

9  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
19  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  pur- 

11  chase  of  necessary  buildings,  and  other  improvements : 

12  Provided,  That  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
18  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this  appropria- 
1^  tion  shall  be  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to  acquire 
15  land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 


16 


ACQUISITION  or  LANDS  FOE  NATIONAL  FORESTS 


1^  Under  Week’s  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 

18  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as 

19  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521) ,  $50Ot0OO  $750,000, 
29  to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  priee 

21  of  any  lands  acquired;  the  administrative  cost  of  such  acqui- 

22  sition  to  he  met  from  the  approvriation  “National  Forest 

23  Protection  and  Management . 

21  Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
25  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  origi- 


47 


1  nating  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following 

2  national  forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 

3  following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest 

4  receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  foUow- 

5  ing  amounts  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National 

6  Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 

7  as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act 

8  of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 

9  San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Riverside 

10  County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 

11  as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 

12  Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748) ,  as 

13  amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 

14  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 

15  National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of 

16  June  11,  1940  (PubUc  Law  589) ,  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 

17  Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 

18  $35,000;  in  all  $142,000.  .. 

19  FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

20  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 

21  of  section  23.  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 

22  November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 

23  23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte- 

24  nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 

25  Service  administration,  (1)  $10;OQ07000  $11,000,000  for 

26  forest  development  log-ds  and  trailsj  and  (2)  fe-3Q0,0OQ 


.4 
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1  $8,300,000  for  forest  highways,  which  sums  are  author- 

2  ized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  December  20, 

3  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all,  $45-3007000  $19,300,000 

4  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,-000  $109,530  for  per- 

5  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia),  to  be  inune- 

6  diately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
1  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the 

8  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings 

9  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 

10  supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  main- 

11  tenance,  ])ut  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 

12  altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 

13  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 

14  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 

15  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 

16  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
11  such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary. 
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PLOOD  CONTEOL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 
$500^000  $1,500,000,  including  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  he  merged  the  un¬ 
expended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  trans- 
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ferred  to  the  Department  for  flood  control  purposes :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of 
lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  with¬ 
out  specific  approval  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of 
the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated :  Pmvkhd 
fwrther-,  That  alleeatiens  of  funds  for  the  hseal  years  404-7 

ctTitit  _L  e/  -t O  IUa  V\  t71  iVo  trr  U  V  UilliJllT  t7xT  llltll  V  illlltll  \>  tl t Ul  oilUU-S 


shall  he  in  the  respeetivc  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Depart- 
mcntT  -Budget  justifications  to  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  and  shall  not  he  decreased  e-scept  as  may  he 
necessary  hy  reasott  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available 
prior  year  halanees;  Provided,  further,  That  $1,000,000  of 
the  funds  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  to  make  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys  in  the  watersheds  of  the 
Upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their 
tributaries. 


SOIL  OOYSEBVATIOH  SEBVICE 


For  expenses  necessary^  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and 
soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$8-38',500  $875,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation 

and  maintenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection 

« 

or  alteration  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided,  That  the 
cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved. 
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1  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or 

2  sanitary  system  and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such 

3  building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings 

4  are  acquired  in  conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for 

5  other  purposes  and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  he  con- 

6  structed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  huildmg: 

7  Provided  further,  That  no  money  appropriated  in  this 

8  Act  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  any  such 

9  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the  Government:  Provided 

10  further,  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where  the  State 

11  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized  to ‘enter 

12  into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of  its 
18  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 

14  of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  con- 

15  servation  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or 

16  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 

17  district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 

18  agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 

19  as  follows : 

20  Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga- 

21  tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 

22  erosion,  soil  and  mositure  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 

23  water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 

24  logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 

25  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 

26  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
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work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  he  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  w^ater- 
sheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $673,000 
$1,423,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preventive 
measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 
siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement  of  farm 
irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and  operation 
of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conservation  plans 
and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
may  be  expended  for  sod  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OE 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
of  the , Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Pubhc  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 
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PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

CONSEEVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGEICULTUKxS.L  LaND 


Resoueces 


4-  r\  l~v  I  /-i  i-LA/i 

tC/  v/Ilct  UIU  LLiU 


to 


eafry  mle  cffcGt  tbe  provisions  el  seeliens  7-  le  TTy  ineliisivej 
el  Rie  Seil  CoRScrvetien  anR  DernesRe  Allotment  Aelj  ap- 
preve4  Eebruar^^  19-36y  as  amenRed  -flR  44^  Sr  Ct  590g- 
59Qq) ,  and  tke  previsiens  el  tfee 
Ael  el  4-93Hy  as  amended  -(7  Kt  St  Cb  4284-1407)- 
Rie  pre\dsions  el  seetiens  204y  ^O^y  203y  38 1-,  and  383  and 

rn  /~\-i  \  a  /  -f  i  4 1  T  rl  \  1 1 ^1  n  rl  ^"^14  ol  c</~vi*at 

Lilvl  J^Jxvy  \  J.o-1-A/Jlo  vTi  It  La  VO  A  \  1 1 II 11  \  J  y  TTXCTitvTiti^^  JJU/J.  ovlUcH  i5v2-T  \ 

1  1 7"|  4]^  fy  T^]  ftf  j:a£  ylvi n  y  >4t1~  i-A  P V 4* P /I  OOO  •f rvT* 

xCvTkJ  Ill  ^rtv7  A  Alo  LI  IP  L  vTr  v_y  vl  1  Ll  1 1 1  Mi  My  1 1\A  L  i\_/  vArsrvT^vTvt  V/V/ VA  TvtT 

the  preparatien  and  display  el  exhihitsy  inclnding  sneh  dis¬ 
plays  at  Statey  interstatey  and  international  lairs  within  the 
44nited  Stateay  $165,6  My2-90,-  te  remain  available  nntil  De- 
eemher  3I-y  1948y  ler  eemplianee  with  programs  nnder  said 
prmdsieiis  el  the  Agrienhnral  -Adjnstment  Aet  el  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Aet  el  Eehrnary  29y  1936,  as  amendedy 
daring  the  period  dady  4y  4946,  te  Deeemher  34y  l-947y 
inelusivO':  Provid-edj  That  net  te  exceed  $45,QOOyOOO  el 
the  tetal  snm  provided  nnder  this  head  shall  Im  available 

1  y>*T  1-t  w  4ln  r\  ni  t  4  -fyriPo  1  iXAQ.lL-  f  r^y  n r\  1  o  r\n  rv  /-I  /-\4T^  f\'%*  r>  /•! 

ALLlrllT^  Li  1\J  v>  I  LI  A  v311  V  J.l»bV2cLl  y  L/  cLl  ^  IL/X  ticllcl  l  lUo  ct'tivX  vl  LIlUX  LI  LX 

mimstrative  expenses  ler  carrying  ent  sneh  pregramsy  hnt 
net  more  than  $l,950j000  shah  he  translerred  te  the  ap- 
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aeeouiit,  ■  tra ti v c  ex-pe-i-ises,  seetiefi  39^, 

Ag'HoiiItiiral  Adjustnicnt  Aet  o#  4938’^ :  Provided  further^ 
That  paymoiits  le  alahnanta  Itepewaler  shall  he  made  u^on  the 
certificate  ol  the  dahnant,  which  certificate  shall  he  m  saeh 
feriH  as  the  Secretary  may  prcscrihc,  that  he  has  ea^aed  erit 
the  censcrvatien  pr  aetree  er  ^rraetices  arrd  has  complied  with 
all  ether  reciiihements  as  conditierrs  ler  srreh  payments  arrd 


that  the  statements  arrd  irrformation  eorrtairred  hr  the  ap^plrca- 

fn  -k  f  *-k  v»rk  c\  t-*  A  4->»i -i  /-l _  4/-\  •tl-\  r\  Vvrk^cH-  ^1-k  t  n 

T1xv7H  Lw  J  TyctkTTTvTxr  IXJ.  VJ  UUTl  UvJr  cllivl  TTxTvTj'  V\J  UlU  TyX^TSv  \jT  11-13 

knowledge  arrd  hclrefy  under  the  penahres  of  the  Act  of  March 
4rj  1909,  as  ametrded  TA  Sr  Or  8>0)-r  Provided  further, 
That  rrerre  el  the  funds  iKu-ehi  approeriated  er  made  a-¥a liable 


fer  limetrons  assigrred  te  the  A-grrcultiiral 
Agency  pursuant  te  the  Executhee  erder  -(Alo;  9069)  el 
February  -1-94A,-  shah  he  rrsed  te  pay  the  salaries  er 
cx-pcnscs  el  arry  region. al  inlorrrratren  enrployees  er  any 
State  er  eeurrty  infoiTnatron  employees,  hrrt  this  shall  rret 
preclude  the  answering  el  hrf^uirics  er  srrpplyirrg  el  informa  ■ 
ties  te  individual  farmerar  Provided  fwrdi-er,  That  rre  furrds 
shah  he  available  fer  salaries  er  ether  admiiristrativc  crcpcnses 
irr  connection  with  the  formulation  er  administration  ef  arry 
1948  pregmm  ef  soil  building  practices  arrd  seh-  arrd  water- 
conservatieu  praetiees,  under  the  Act  ef  February  20^  4930^ 
as  amended^  er  progi^ams  under  the  A-gricultural  Adjustment 
Act  ef  4938,  as  amerrded,-  eseept  these  pertaining  te  market- 
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1  i-mdor  tite  latter  Aet:  Pmvkled  fuHhe^,  Tbat  ^ 

2  iSeeretarv  may,  m  diseretteiiy  from  time  to  time  trar 

3  to  tire  general  Aeeobmtiog  Offiee  f^aefe  mmB  as  may  fee 

4  ^iary  te  ]ray  admiiiistratAo  expenses  of,  said  Offiee  m  auditing 

5  payments  imder  tfeis  item-:  Pr&bdded  further,  That  snefe: 

O  >1  1%  t  /~vn  k1  \  o  1 1  il  v1  r\  -p /•%•!»  •»>! ^^■yr>l_\ o_C< C*r^  AH  ^  f  rvVf  1 

.  JllllwliJll  o  1  III  1 1  TTvT  cl  »  cl'l  lih  ly  1 U  Tv/T  IXliJ-  | )  Ll.i  U  llcl  ol^  tlT  ov"  v^vlo  ^  lUX  l'X“ 

^  feei-’Sj  #eeS7  e¥  aiiy  e^he¥  farming  material  or  any 

^  fsoil — torraomg  sorvioosj  and  mailing  grants  thereof  te  agri- 

9  ealtural  producers  te  aid  them  m  carrying  eat 

10  praetiees  apprev-cd  fey  the  8ceretary  m  the  ■1917 

11  aader  said  Aet  ef  F eferaary  dho-hj  as  ameadeda 

12  further,  -That  the  Secretary  is  aatherized  and  directed  te  make 
12  payments  te  farmers  whe  eemplied  with  the  terms  and  eee- 

Itaral  eeaseiwatiea  programs,  formulated 
7-  te  -hA  melashrej  ef  the  Sed  Conscr¥a- 
Allotment  Aetj  as  anrended,  if  the  Seere- 
tlratj  feeeaase  ef  indactien  iate  the  armed 
12  forces  ef  the  feJahed  States-^  saeh  farmers  failed  te  hley  m  were 

10  prevented  frem  hliagj  applieatiens  fer  payment  under  any 

20  stteh  pregram  daring  the  period  the  a^^ieafele  appropri- 

21  atien  fer  saeh  pregram  was  availafelc  fer  efeligatieny 
aaeh  payntents  te  fen  made  eat  ef  the  anebligated 
fealanee  ef  the  appropriation,  .-^Conservation  and  Use 

Agriealtare  Appropriatien  Aety  d94Ga  Provided  further^ 
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1  ftft  a^plieatioH  payniont  fat  tlte  proscribed  lorm  is 

2  bied  b^  aft¥  sttefe  former  -fee  dte  person-  eiditled  bt  payment-  itt 

3  ease  et  dtatth,  disappearance,  er  ineompeteney  of  the  farmer 

4  mtder  reo-afations  tsstted  pnrsuant  to  sc^ion  -385  of  tbe 

5  xVgrienftm'al  Adptstment  Aet  of  -f-938,-  as  amended  -fii- 

6  4A  8t  (r~  4049  edition^  )  witlnii  otte  year  from  tfte 

"7  date  of  bis  disebargc  from  tbe  armed  forces^  or  by  December 
8  44y  49-J-7,  wliiebe¥cr  is  later :  Provided  further,  Tbat 

■  - 9  tat  part  of  atty  foods  available  to  tdte  Dc^ar-tmentv  or 
atty  bm-caoj  otbeoj  cotporation,  or  otber  agcnc\"  eonstitating 

11  a  part  of  stadt  Department  sbalt  be  osed  bt  tbe  current  fiscal 

12  year  for  tbe  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any 
12  pcrsoii  wbo  bas  been  convicted  of  violating  tbe  Aet  entitled 
11  AVn  Aet  to  prc'vent  pernieions  political  activities^,  approved 
1^  Attgttst  4^  1939,  as  amended,  or  wbo  bas  been  found  in 
10  accordance  vfbb  tbe  provisions  of  section  9  of  tbe  Aet  of 
1^  dnly  Afo  4949  -(4^  fib  14  D7  291-) ,  to  have  violated  or 

-12  attempted  to  violate  sneb  section  vfbicb  prohibits  tbe  use  of 
.;1^  Bed  oral  approptnations  for  tbe  paysnent  of  personal  semccs 
■;  20  or  otber  expenfjes  designed  to  intluenee  in  any  manner  a 

21  -Member  of  Oongress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 

-  22  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  repiest  of  any  Mem- 

22  Per  or  tbrongb  tbe  proper  official  ebaimels :  Provided 
24  further,  Tlrat  vdtere  famier  part-kapidion  in  tbe  progTam 

-  25  eny  State,  regiony  or  area  is  not  sufficient  to  require  tbe  full 
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ef  the  money  appetlioned  thereto  any  saeb  s«m  e? 
sams  in  cseess  ei  snefe  feqnifemeftt  shaU  fee  fea^pertioned  to 
^ate^y  rcgiena,-  aeeas  witese  eHginal  appertionmenls  feave 
nel  been  snffieienfe  to  meet  snefe  fcquircmentST 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the 
provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the 
preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  displays 
at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the  United 
States;  $258,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  December 
31,  1948,  for  compliance  ivitli  programs  under  said  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  1947  programs  carried  out 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947, 
inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $27,500,000  of  the 
total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be  available  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative 
expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the 
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peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphs,  however,  not  to  he  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not 
more  than  $7,080,813  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  account,  ^^Adininistrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938’’ :  Provided  further.  That 
payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  he  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied 

with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments 

\ 

and  that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80):  Provided 
further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Num¬ 
bered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  he  used  to  pay 
the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees 
or  any  State  or  courity  information  employees,  but  this  shall 
not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of 
information  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further.  That 
such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formidation  and 
administration  of  the  1948  programs  (amounting  to  $150,- 
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000,000,  including  administration,  and.  formulated  on  the 
basis  of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments 
and  grants  among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with 
their  conservation  needs  as  determined,  by  the  Secretary: 
Provided  further.  That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State 
shall  not  be  reduced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946 
distribution  and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  ivater-con- 
servation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936, 

as  amended,  and  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 

$ 

merit  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants 
under  such  program  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  land  with  respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants 
are  to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming  practices  which 
will  encourage  and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and 
water-conserving  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective 
manner  and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as 
determined  and  approved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion, 
from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  said  Office  in  amliting  payments  under  this  item: 
Provided  further.  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available  for 
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the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other 
farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  mak¬ 
ing  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in 
carrying  out  farming  practices  approved  hy  the  Secretary 
in  the  1947,  1948,  and  1949  programs  under  said  Act  of 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments 
to  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricidtural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 
to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented 
from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any  such  pro¬ 
gram  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropriation  for 
such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such  payments 
to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion,  ^^Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources’’, 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946 : 
Provided  further.  That  an  application  for  .payment  on  the 
prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person 
entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  in¬ 
competency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant 
to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385))  within  one 
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year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces, 
or  hy  December  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  provided  \ 
further.  That  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency 
constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel 
expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating 
the  Act  entitled  ‘^A7i  Act  t  o  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities',  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who 
has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits 
the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payrnent  of  personal 
services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner 
a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any 
Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

SuGAE  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions,  other  than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Philippine 
Islands,  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0. 
1100-1183),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available  imtil  June  30, 
1949:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  transfers) 
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from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  pa3mients  to  sugar 
producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115- 

j^Tiosf-AL  8011QOL  Luyon  Aer 
To  onahle  tho  ^eerettn^  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  National  Behoof  Tuneh  Aet  of  Tune  4^  4046  -(Tuhlie 
Law  306) ,  fd'A'OOOjGOOr  P-Fsmdedj  That  no  part  of  this 

0  T^TWrVTl  VI  ^  I*"*  0.I4  fvl  1  T~iA  norv/l  ir>  4  -Pti  -r-v  o  -pf  Cl  All  VP  A?! 

UJJx  oXlctll  IJv*  Itotjtl  xUi"  nictlL li lll^  ixtilTlo  11  UllJ  oUlll  CLy 

within  the  Btates  deriveT  from  the  sale  of  lunehes. 
ADM-IjH[^¥I{-ATI-ON  OF  AOEICULTUnAL  MAEKETiyO 

Age-eements  A^r©  Oedees 
Tor  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secret ar}"  to 

A^ment  Aet  of  4047  -f7  4A  B.  14  608e-608d) inel 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columhiaj  $5257300. 

Maeketing  Seevices 


For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $27- 
2II7OOO  $2,286,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  in  conducting  investigations,  experiments,  and 
demonstrations,  as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
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and  poultry  products  (including  hroilers),  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds,  cotton¬ 
seed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products,  $1 ',52 7^500 
$1,566,250. 

Market  inspection  of  fann  products:  Eor  the  investiga¬ 
tions  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers 
and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition 
of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw, 
dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any  product  con¬ 
taining  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative  thereof  when 
offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received  at  such  im¬ 
portant  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be  conveniently 
reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  rea¬ 
sonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  he  to  cover  the  cost  for  the 
service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform  stand¬ 
ards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber  as 


er* 


1  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  1,  1941  (7  U.  S.  0.  478d) ,  and 

2  for  liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition 

3  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agen- 

4  cies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur- 

5  suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,.  of  the 

6  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  541b),  as  amended  by 
^  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law 

8  600) ,  and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and 

9  other  necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per 

10  diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away 

11  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing 

12  and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 

13  $4,000,000  $1,100,000 :  Provided,  That  tlie  Secretary  may 

14  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office,  oi'  agency  of  the  llepart- 
I'l  nient  such  amounts  from  this  a])propriation  as  may  be 
16  necessary  to  <*arrv  out  the  functions  for  which  this  appropria- 

11  tion  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  he  in  addition  to 

* 

18  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  ai)pro- 
m  ])riation  items  in  this  Act. 

20  Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 

21  the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 

22  classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 

23  tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
21  IT.  S.  0.  51 1-51  Iq),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
25  and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  b}^  the  Department, 
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1  approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0.  501-508),  as 

2  amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 

3  seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  0.  516), 

4  $1,552,000. 

5  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 

6  and  Standard  Container  Acts:  To  caiTy  into  effect  the  pro- 

7  visions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 

8  approved  June  10,  1930,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a- 

9  499r) ,  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping 

10  of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  U.  S.  C. 

11  491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August 

12  31,  1916,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  and  the 

13  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and 
11  sphnt  baskets  for  fruit  and  vegetables,  approved  May  21, 

15  1928  ( 15  U.  S.  C.  257-257i) ,  $294,000. 

16  Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 

17  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 

18  the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 

19  and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 

20  amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  IJ.  S.  C.  471- 

21  476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chapter 

22  14  of  the  Internal  Bevenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 

23  (26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935) ,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro- 

24  visions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved 

25  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65) ,  $1,399,000. 
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United  States  Grain  Standards  Act:  To  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act, 
$1,128,000. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

Uederal  Seed  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 
seeds;  to  require  labeling  and  to  prevent  misrepresentation 
of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce ;  and  to  require  certain 
standards  ’with  respect  to  certain  imported  seeds,  approved 
August  9,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1561- 
1610),  $152,500:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of 
this  amount  may  be  used  for  meeting  the  share  of  the  United 
States  in  the  expenses  of  the  International  Seed  Testing 
Congress. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August 
15,  1921,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

Naval  Stores  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Naval  Stores  Act  of  March  3,  1923  (7  U.  S.  C. 
91-99),  $41,000. 

Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  C.  121-134),  for 
preventing  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  adul- 
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1  terated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead  arsenates,  other 

2  insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating  traffic 

3  therein,  $293,500. 

4  Ereight  rates  for  farm  products :  To  carry  out  the  provi- 

5  sions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d),  inclusive,  of  title  II  of 

6  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1291) , 

7  $138,000. 

8  COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

9  *  Commodity  Exchange  Act :  To  enable  the  Secretary 

10  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 

11  Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a) ,  including 

12  not  to  exceed  $1-4-17^100  $153,000  for  personal  services 

13  ill  the  District  of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

11  FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

15  For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 

16  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 

17  of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 

18  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 

19  as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of 

20  1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and 

21  Public  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

22  Loans:  For  loans  under  Title  1  and  section  43,  $20,- 

23  000,000;  title  II,  $60,000,000. 
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Mortgage  insurance  fund:  For  the  establishment  of  the 
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farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I, 

$1,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing 
of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation 
of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$487000,000  $24,000,000. 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm 
tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  tlie  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropriations 
and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close 
of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
receive  aU  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other 
evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security 
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therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes 
of  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due 
and  impaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the 
time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
mterest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30, 
1947,  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no 
further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of 
the  sums  which  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasmy  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Eepayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 


69 


1  WATEE  FACILITIES,  AEID  AND  SEMIAEID 

2  AEEAS 

3  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 

4  conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 

5  States  hy  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 

6  storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 

7  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  $1,750,000, 

8  of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per- 

9  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

10  EUEAL  ELECTEIFICATION  ADMINISTEATION 

11  "  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Eural  Electri- 

12  fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  19.36,  as  amended 

13  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  as  follows: 

14  .  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  in- 

15  eluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 

16  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 

17  financial  and  credit  reports,  $I',0O0t000  $5,000 J)00. 

18  -Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and 

19  5  of  said  Act,  and  for  canying  out  the  provisions  of  section 

20  7  thereof,  $2-2^,-0007000  $250,000,000,  to  be  l)oiTowed  from 

21  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 

22  visions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

,23  Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Eural  Electrification  Act 
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of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0. 
901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year 
commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  be 
necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest 
per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  m  sections 
4  and  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  tho  Eural 
Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947, 
shall  be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  in¬ 
curred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  he  fuUy  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
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of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 
wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installation  of 
electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not 
exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to 
make  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments, 
and  to  do  aU  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to 
effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
trust  instruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  providing  for  the 
holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 
Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the  Eeconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  made  or  to  he  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising-  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  he  made  to  the  Administrator  are,  as 
of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30, 
1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  aU 
loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest, 
theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
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of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and 
all  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Eeconstruc- 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or 
in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so 
transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30, 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Eeconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Eeconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  3  (a) , 
any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Eeconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been 
authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For 
the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Administrator.  Eepayments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


73 


“Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall 
be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans 
made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Eeconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the 
payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  mterest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator 
shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasuiy  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 
FAEM  CEEDIT  ADMINISTEATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia ;  printing  and  binding ;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members 
of  organizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or 
transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals  and  news¬ 
papers;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  mend^ers  at  a 
lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may 
be  made  in  advance;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12 
'U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  garage  rental 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  payment  of  actual  transportation 
and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
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diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving,  while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other .  compensation  from  the 
United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  except  that  such  expenditures  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations,  banks,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or  regulated  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Admmistration ;  in  all,  $561,000. 
Collections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  832),  are  hereby  made  available  to 
reimburse  this  appropriation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and 
supervising  the  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  other 
organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pa}^  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  biu'eau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  hy  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such  loan 
or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  thereto¬ 
fore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
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of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 

secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 

\ 

as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  re¬ 
payment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit 
association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the 
Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
emplojunent  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  trans- 
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1  lators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emer- 

2  gency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 

3  for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employment 

4  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricul- 

5  tural  Delations. 

6  Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail- 

7  able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act 

8  of  August  8,  1946  (Public  Law  658) . 

9  Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to 

10  the  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 

11  appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 

12  fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claim's 

13  pursuant  to  part  2  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  August 

14  2,  1946  (Public  Law  601) . 

15  Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation"  contained  in 

16  this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any 

17  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 

18  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 

19  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike 

20  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  ad- 

21  vocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 

22  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 

23  force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof 

24  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prinia  facie  evidence  that 

25  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  th 
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provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 
to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 
Provided  further,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory 
employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  designated  for  the 
pm'pose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  by 
this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 
is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 
that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the .  United  States  by  force  or  violence 
and  accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which 
are  paid  from  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall 
he  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further.  That  the 
above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
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substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person  employed 
for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work  in¬ 
volving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such 
persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered 
in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  con¬ 
templated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  he  expended  for 
personal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall 
not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  December  21,  1944  (Public  Law  525). 

Sec.  8  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  OOEPORATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal 
year,  namely: 

Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  $17000,000  $5,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed 
$700  for  newspapers. 

Subscriptions  to  capital  stock.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
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subscribe  and  pay  for  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  as  provided  in  section  504  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1504), 
$10,000,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of 
funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  cor¬ 
poration  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts 
and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations 
as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation 
Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs 
set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each 
such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided : 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$8,450,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  periodicals, 
maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
penalty  mail:  Provided  further,  That  all  necessary  expenses 
(including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance, 
improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property 
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belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
inclnding  expenses  of  collections  of 'pledged  collateral,  shall 
he  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 
hereof. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation;  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  of  this  title 
shall  he  used  for  my  crop  insurance  operations  other  than 
the  continuation  of  the  trial  crop  insurance  program,  as 
authorized,  and  expenses  necessary  in  the  liquidation  of 
insurance  contracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  crops  of  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax;  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  shall  he  used  to  insure  ami  1948  or 
subsequent  crop  except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred 
and  thirty-three  counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty- 
seven  counties,  in  accordance  with  section  508  (a)  (1)  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  and  five 
additional  crops  in  1948  under  the  provisions  of  section  508 
(a)  (2)  of  said  Act,  as  amended,  including  corn  and  to¬ 
bacco  in  not  to  exceed  fifty  counties  each  and  cotton  in  not 
to  exceed  fifty-six  counties,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  legis¬ 
lation. 

Seo.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 
specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 
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TITLE  III— EEDUOTION  IN  APPEOPEIATION 

EXPOETATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTUEAL  COMMODITIES 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  section  32,  Puh- 
lic  Law  Numbered  320,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved 
August  24,  1935,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition 
612  (c)),  not  more  than  $40^0097000  $48,000,000  shall 
be  available  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
for  use  in  effectuating  the  purposes  of  that  Act.  To  enable 
the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public  Laiv  396), 
there  is  hereby  made  available  $75 ,000 ,000  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  '1948  by  section  32  of  the 
Act  approved  Auyust  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)), 
such  amount  to  be  ivithout  regard  to  the  25  per  centum  limi¬ 
tation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive  of 
funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of  sec¬ 
tion  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act.  The  remainder  of 
the  fund  appropriated  by  said  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
is  hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1,  1947,  and  shall  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  thereafter. 

Passed  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  May  28,  1947. 

Attest :  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk, 
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.GHLIGHTS.j  Senate  passed  agricultural  appropriation  hill.  Sj^natc  committee  reported 
Bvernment  corporations  Impropriation  hill.  Sen.  XTurney  ijpreroduced  hill  to  amend 
Itockpiling  Act  (prohahly  to  r  oimhurse  CCC  for  materialsy^urnishcd) .  Rpp.  Cur'l  is 
ntroduced  hill  to  exempt  f-^jners  *  •  soil  conservation  from  income  ta.xes,o  .ji-oaso 

lies  Committee  cleared  measur^^  to  end  certain  emergg^ncy  poirors,  provide  for 
ience  Foundation,  and  transferSgrah  Orchard  pro  J 00^  House  committee  reported  hill 
0  make  specific  provision  for  milHj^pricc  supporty^ House  received  conference  report 
tn  legisla.tive  appropriation  hill. 


.SENATE 


!|;.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  RILLr'  Passed  vdth  amendments  this  hill,.H.  R.  *3601 

(pp.  9016,  9018-27). 

Agreed  to  the  following  amendments:  (l)  Ly  Sen, -'Cooper,  Tehni  (for  himself 
and  Sens.  Cordon  and  Umstead),  to  restore  $150,000  of  the  House  cut  of‘$500,00O 
in  the  OFAR  appropriation  (pp*  9024-5).  (2)  By  Sen,  Saltonstall,  Mass,,  to  de¬ 

lete  the  provision  under  Re s car ch .  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  providing  "That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  sha,ll.he  available  for  work  relating  to  f isE  or 
shellfish  or  any  .product  thereof",  (3)  Ly  Sen.  Brooks,  Ill.  (for  the  committee), 
to  increase  to  $758,688  the  D.  C,  salary  limitation  for  salaries  and  expenses, 
E&PQ,  (p.  9024),  Otherwise  agreed  to .  all  committee  araendmentsi 

Sens.  Brooks,  Gurney,  Reed,  Bushfield,  Russell,  Hayden,  and.  Tjrdings  were 
.appointed  Senate  conferees  (p.  9026),  ,  •  .  ■  . 


■lOlTS  APPROPRIATIOIT  BILL,  The  Appropriationd^Committce  report- 

,  3756,  v/ith  nmendi-ients  affecting  the  Department  as  •follo\Trs: 
provisions  of  the  House  hill  lini'ting  the  amounl^^f  assess- 
gainst  F^  corporations  -hy  FCA  for  supervisory  or^nt^hr  sein^- 
as  follows:  (a)  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporationjn^[00,000 
000:  Budget  estimate,  $421,302);  (h)  Federal  Intormed^e 
,250  (House  hill,  $125,000;  Budget  estimate,  $296, 2S6)  c) 
Corporations,  $232,000  .(House  hill,  $l60,000;  Budget  cstin^c. 
Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation  of  Washington,  B.\C;, 
1,  $20 ,’000;-  Budget  estimate,  $67^273),  No  changes  were. made  4^ 
ivo-expensG  limitations  carried  in  the  House  hill  for  these 
Senate  Committee  deleted  all  language  proposed  in  Secs.,  307 


and  30s  of  the  G-eneral  Provi sions,  as  ca;c:ri.ed .  in  the  House  hill  amending  Bed?/  1 
\  lOU  and  ibl' of  %he  Government  Co rpora-ttonS;  Control  Act,  respectively.  Then 
\Seaa-te  hill '  cal  so*  contains  the  follo^iring"  changes  in 'authorizations  to  purejifesg 
^  Lssenger  vehicles':  (a)  Federal  .IntorriedidtjorCfiedit  Banks  —  deletes  lai 
au^orizing  purchase  of  not  over  10  passenger  vehicles;  and  (h)  Produci^on. 
Cr^it  Corporations  —  decreases  the  nomher  of  vehic|.,es  vhich 
from^^  to  5«  (S.  Sept.  517?  ^992.)  Ho  change  Wca's  made  in  the  ;^^ision  % 

di'quial^ion  of  Tenn.  Valley  Associated  Cooperatives,  Inc.  ,hy  the  Tn^sury  Dept, 

3.  TAXATIOhX  Passed,  6o-32,  without  camendment  H,  R,  3950f  the  tax-i^uction  hill, 
which  is  \he  same  as  the  vetoed  hill  except  for  the  effective  d(^e_  (pp^,  3999" 

/■  904, ■  9OO7-1'0V* '  This' hill  will' now  he  sent  to  the  Presidents  g 


4o  FISHERIES.  Thd**^nt  erst  ate  hnd  Foreign'  "Commerce  Committee  ralported  y/ith  amend- 
,  '  ment'H,  R. '359oVeranting  Congress^ '  Consent  io  an  inters^fte  coi:^-ct  regardir^ 
utilizatihh' of  Pl^f  ic-coast  fisheries  (S.  Re^t.  513) (p^S992)  •  ”  ■ 


5,  PERSOll^EL;' "The  Join^Committee  on  Ho  nc  s  s  ent  ia  1  Exp  e  natures  submit  ted,,  a- report 
^  -  shewing  employ ent  hy^eparthents  and'ageficies  (pp-.^992-3). .  ’  ;  .  ■'  '  , 


6.  APPROPRIATIONS  STAFF.  TM^Apprdpriatiohs  Cpnmitt^  submitted' a  r(^ort.  oh  the 
■  sta.ff  of  the '  Commit  tee  ano^heif  salaries' Cpp.i^ 9^5)  • 


7*  LANDS,  The  Public  Lands  Co.nm^tee  approved  pirat  did  no t  actually  report)  8,1368, 
to  increase  the  size  of  isoLatM  or  discoiyfccted  traxts  dr  pa.rcels  of  the  putlic 
domain  which  nay  he  sold  (p,  D/p^). 


S,  PERSOIRTEL,  The  Public _ Lands  Conmitt^^^proved  (hut  did  not  actually,  report) 
H,R,  IS7,  to  include  air  transportat^n  for  Federal  employees  and  their  families 
..  residing  in  Alaska  (p.  D531),  ^ 


9,  SOIL  C01TSSH7ATI0H;  SCHOOL  LUNCH j/wOOL.  9^,  Williams,  Del.,  inserted  tables 
sho^^dng  payments  to  States  und^  the  schoo\  lunch  and  agricultura.l  conservatio^n 
programs  as  compared  to  the  escalated  contributions  of  the  Sta.tcs  to  thdse  pro¬ 
grams,  and"  a  similar  conparjfton  for  the  vxol  ^ice-supnort  program  proposed  in 

.  s.  ?i4  .(pp.  9026-7), 


10.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  Sen.  My^s,  Pa,,  inserted  his  'star^ent  before  the  Senate  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  i^favor  of  flood  control  and' r^ers  and  harbors  appropria¬ 
tions  for  Pa,  (pp,  S^6-S) . 


11  »■  PRICES,  Sen,  Darkly,  'Ey,,  inserted  and  discussed  the  P]^sident.*s  statement  on 
■  the  probable  ef^cts  of  the- settlement  of  the'  Coal  striku*^n  the  general' .price 
and  wage  structures  (pp.  '8995-6),  "• 


12,  COIRISlTDATIOiy  Sen,  Malone,  Hev. ,  and  others,  commended  Sen.  Ca^oef  (llains,')  for 
his  long  cAreer  of  public  service,  particularly  for  his  servic^^to  a,griculture 
(ppo  901J^).  ■  ■  - 


/ 


13.  HOUSIlT^r'.  Sen.  Myers,  Pa,,  inserted  a  letter  from. a  constituent  opposing  the 

TaftyEllen'der— Wagner  housing  bill  ahd  his  answer  to  the  letter  .point out  the 
ac^ntages  of  the  bill  (pp,  8992-9)  •  '  ' 

y  ■'Sen.-  Saltonstall,  Mass-.,  sppke_in  favor  of  ’’some  general  hod’s irg,  le^l^sla- 
yCion”  during  this'  sesbiori' of  Congress  and '•inserted  a 
‘.^Housing  in  Massachusetts"  '(p.  9OI7),  •  »  ' 


statement  on  the  "HeM'  for 


l4,  GOVEPHIVjj^  CORPORATIOHS  appro PRi/tTIOIT  'DILL  (continued).  The  Seno-te  Committee 
*  creased  T7A  $4,350,662  below  the  House  figure.  Regarding  TVA,  the  Committee 


fed 
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under  the  Senator’s  conception,  for  the 
fuH^fiscal  year  the  cost  of  his  amendment 
womd  be  an  additional  $1,800,000,000. 

Mi\McCLEL1jAN.  If  that  is  the  esti¬ 
mate  ol^he  staff  of  the  Joint  committee, 
of  course  I  accept  it.  Their  judgment 
should  be 'fetter  than  mine. 

Mr.  LUCX^  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  fromX^lorado  tell  me  just  where 
the  additional  $300,000,000  comes  from? 

Mr.  MILLIKII^.v  What  is  the  question? 

Mr.  LUCAS,  wih  the  Senator  advise 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  where  the  ad¬ 
ditional  $300,000,000  Npomes  from?  All 
through  the  testimony' before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance  there  was  no  witness 
from  the  staff,  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  or  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department,  who  said  the  Joss  would 
exceed  more  than  a  billion  and  a  half. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  comes  because  of 
the  increase  in  the  level  of  national  in¬ 
dividual  income  payments.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  before  was  figuring  on  an  average  an¬ 
nual  income  much  lower  than  we  are  now 
figuring  on. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  can  understand  that 
there  would  be  some  difference,  but 
every  time  we  debate  the  bill  wet  get  a 
new  set  of  figures  on  each  and  every 
one  of  the  propositions.  From  the  very 
beginning,  from  the  time  we  started  tak¬ 
ing  testimony  before  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  we  got  different  figures  from 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Taxation,  we  got  different  figures 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  we  got 
different  figures  from  every  expert  who 
appeared.  I  presume  there  was  some 
reason  for  that,  and  I  accept  the  reason 
given. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Those  figures  vary 
according  to  the  view  of  what  the  na¬ 
tional  individual  income  payments  will 
be  during  the  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  is  still  rather  con¬ 
fusing. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  [Mr.  McClellan]. 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 


following 

names: 

Senators  answered  to  their 

Aiken 

Flanders 

McFarland 

Baldwin 

Fulbrlght 

McGrath 

Ball 

George 

McKellar 

Barkley 

Green 

McMahon 

Brewster 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Bricker 

Hatch 

Malone 

Brooks 

Hawkes 

Martin 

Buck 

Hayden. 

Maybank 

Bushfleld 

Hickealooper 

Milllkln 

Butler 

Hill 

Moore 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Morse 

Cain 

Holland 

Murray 

Capebart 

Ives 

Myers 

Capper 

Jenner 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Daniel 

Conn  ally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O’Mahoney 

Cooper 

Kem 

Overton 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Pepper 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Reed 

Downey 

Danger 

Revercomb 

Dworahak 

Lodge 

Robertson,  Va. 

Eastland 

Lucas 

Robertson,  WJro. 

Ecton 

McCarran 

Russell 

Ellender 

McCarthy 

Saltonstall 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Smith 

Sparkman  Tydings  Wiley 

Stewart  Umstead  Vlililams 

Taft  Vandentaerg  Wilson 

Taylor  Watkins  Young 

Thomas,  Okla.  Wherry 
Thye  White 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Nine¬ 
ty-one  Senators  having  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  REED  (when  his  name  was 
called).  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner], 
who  is  necessarily  absent.  I  therefore 
withhold  my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  To- 
bey]  is  necessarily  absent  because  of  ill¬ 
ness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
tMr.  Bridges]  is  unavoidably  detained 
on  committee  business. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas],  who 
is  abs^t  by  leave  of  the  Senate,_  having 
been  appointed  a  delegate  to  the  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Conference  at  Geneva, 
Switzerland^  would  vote  “yeft,”  if  pres¬ 
ent.  V 

The  Senatdt  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wagner],  who  i^necessarily  absent,  has 
a  general  pair  ^h  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  REEDjJy  If  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  the  Senator  frw  New  York  would 
vote  "yea.”  '  \ 

The  result  was  anncJunced — yeas  43, 


nays  47, 

as  follows: 

\ 

■YEAS— 43 

Aiken 

Danger 

OTfianlel 

Brooks 

Lodge 

PepWr 

Chavez 

Lucas 

Rever^mb 

Downey 

McCarran 

Robertton,  Va. 

Eastland 

McClellan 

Russell 

Ferguson 

McFarland 

Sparkman^ 

FulUright 

McGrath 

Stewart  V 

Green 

McKellar 

Taylor  \ 

Hill 

McMahon 

Thomas,  Oklalv. 

‘Hoey 

Magnuson 

Tydings  > 

Holland 

Maybank 

Umstead 

Ives 

Morse 

Watkins 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Wilson 

Johnston, 

S.C. 

Myers 

Kilgore 

O’Conor 

NAYS— 47 

Baldwin 

Dworshak 

Milllkln 

Ball 

Ecton 

Moore 

Barkley 

Ellender 

O’Mahoney 

Brewster 

Flanders 

Overton 

Bricker 

George 

Robertson,Wyo, 

Buck 

Gurney 

Saltonstall 

Bushfield 

Hatch 

Smith 

Butler 

Hawkes 

Taft 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Thye 

Cain 

Hickenlooper 

Vandenberg 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Wherry 

Capp'er 

Kem 

White 

Connally 

Knowland 

Wiley 

Cooper 

McCarthy 

Williams 

Cordon 

Malone 

Young 

Donnell 

Martin 

NOT  VOTING 

—5 

Bridges 

Thomas,  Utah 

Wagner 

Reed 

Tobey 

So  Mr.  McClellan’s  amendment  was 
rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  Is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 


In  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of 
the  debate  on  the  tax  bill,  an  editorfb,! 
published  in  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch 
of  July  9,  1947,  which  comments/lipon 
the  abandonment  by  the  Republican 
leadership  in  the  tax  bill  of  the, supposed 
principles  of  the  Republican  Party. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

THE  HOUSE  SUCCUMBED 

One  of  Oscar  Wilde’s .  wisecracks  was  that 
the  best  way  to  overobme  temptation  is  to 
succumb  to  it.  Whfch  Is  what  the  House 
did  yesterday  when  it  passed  the  second  Knut¬ 
son  bill.  On  the  theory  that  49,000.000  tax¬ 
payers  can’t  be  displeased  if  $4,000,000,000  is 
lopped  oif  their  income-tax  bills,  the  House 
plumped  for.  this  unstatesmanlike  measure 
by  a  vote  pf  302  to  112.  That’s  more  than 
enough  t^  override  another  Presidential  veto. 

In  his  rejection  of  the  first  Knutson  bill 
(identical  to  the  present  one  except  that 
the  effective  date  has  been  changed  from  July 
1,  j947,  to  January  1,  1948),  Mr.  Truman 
sufnmed  up  the  arguments  against  it.  Those 
arguments  still  hold.  Business  is  taooiping 
Tn  the  country  and  needs  no  spur  in  the 
form  of  lower  taxes.  Inflation  is  threaten¬ 
ing  and  to  pour  $4,000,000,000  into  people’s 
pockets  will  aggravate  inflationary  pressures. 
The  public  debt  is  astronomically  high,  and 
it  behooves  the  country  to  reduce  it  while 
the  reducing  it  good.  Vast  international 
commitments  are  being  made  and  the  money 
has  got  to  be  found  to  honor  them. 

Under  all  the  circumstances,  the  wise  and 
strong  thing  to  do  is  to  keep  taxes  at  their 
present  level.  But  the  House,  under  the 
leadership  of  the  GOP,  saw  fit  to  court  the 
voters  and  to  make  hay  for  the  1948  Presi¬ 
dential  year.  This  kind  of  opportunism  is 
likely  to  plague  the  opportunists.  The  GOP 
has  long  prided  Itself  on  its  sound  fiscal 
policies,  its  zeal  for  budget  balancing,  and 
its  concern  over  the  public  debt.  None  of 
these  principles  was  honored  in  yesterday’s 
performance. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
an  amendment  which  I  ask  to  have 
stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  16,  after 
line  22,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Sec.  7.  Taxation  of  trailer  coaches. 

Section  3403  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
^ode  is  hereby  amended  by  Inserting  after 
^actors”  the  following  words:  “and  ex¬ 
cept  trailer  coaches,  their  furnishings  and 
equi^jpient.” 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  President,  the  ob¬ 
ject  ofN±he  amendment  is  simply  to 
amend  tn^Revenue  Code  so  as  to  remove 
the  tax  on\railer  houses.  ’The  tax  was 
imposed  on  tiiailer  houses  at  a  time  when 
they  were  cc^idered  to  be  a  luxury. 
The  purpose  ws  to  discourage  their 
manufacture,  an^o  put  the  energy  and 
the  materials  so  into  war  produc¬ 
tion.  The  picture  \iow  has  entirely 
changed.  Seventy  pe^ent  of  the  trailer 
houses  sold  last  year  w^e  sold  to  veter¬ 
ans.  The  industry  has  s6t  aside  60  per¬ 
cent  this  year  for  the  v^erans.  The 
trailer  houses  are  no  long^  a  luxury. 
They  are  homes  for  veterafte.  Those 
buying  the  trailer  houses  must  Ji^y  a  tax 
of  7  percent  on  each  trailer  house;>  which 
amounts  to  $100,  and  sometimes  up'^to  as 
high  as  $200.  With  homes  so  scarce  a,nd 
the  veterans  so  hard  pressed,  I  think  we 
could  do  no  better  than  to  remove  this 
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tax  on  trailer  homes  which  veterans  use 
for  homes. 

i'he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
que^ipn  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  aipendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  is  open' to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MYERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  cotisent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  ■^cord  an  editorial  which 
recently  appeareci  in  the  Pittsburgh  Post 
Gazette.  The  editbrial  discusses  the  bill 
with  relationship  to 'the  Marshall  plan. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  print^  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

DETERMINED,  BUT  BtitND 

Like  a  blind  mule  with  a  h^  foot.  Con¬ 
gress  is  plunging  importunateiys.^along  to¬ 
ward  repassage  of  the  tax-reduction  bill, 
the  only  change  being  to  make  the  effective 
date  next  January  1  instead  of  July  li  1947. 

Congress  seems  determined  to  try  tiiK  jid- 
Just  the  Nation’s  spending  to  a  new  tax  rate 
rather  than  to  adjust  the  tax  rate  to  spend¬ 
ing  requirements  as  logic  dictates. 

Under  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946  Congress  was  required  by  last  Feb¬ 
ruary  15  to  adopt  a  joint  resolution  putting 
a  ceiling  on  Government  expenditures  for 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

Nearly  5  months  after  the  deadline,  Con¬ 
gress  still  hasn't  agreed  on  how  much  can 
be  cut  from  the  President’s  $37,500,000,000 
budget  and  has  not  adopted  a  budget  reso¬ 
lution.  Economy-minded  Senator  Byrd,  of 
Virginia,  has  announced  quite  properly  that 
he  will  not  support  a  tax  reduction  until 
this  is  done.  We  hope  that  enough  Senators 
to  sustain  another  Presidential  veto  will 
take  the  same  sound  position. 

There  is  another  compelling  reason  for 
proceeding  carefully  in  fiscal  affairs. 

On  July  12  most  of  the  nations  of  Europe 
are  expected  to  gather  in  Paris  to  start  work 
on  a  European  recovery  plan  suggested  by 
Secretary  of  State  Marshall. 

Britain  and  Prance,  who  have  taken  the 
initiative  in  European  recovery,  are  in  as 
much  haste  to  survey  Europe’s  needs  as  Con¬ 
gress.  is  to  cut  taxes.  They  can  be  expected 
to  present  us  with  a  plan  late  in  the  sum- 
fer  or  early  in  the  fall. 

Unofficial  estimates  have  been  that  we  will 
be  asked  to  provide  assistance  in  the  sum 
of  five  or  six  billion  dollars  a  year  for  the 
next  4  years. 

When  the  recovery  plan  is  presented.  Con¬ 
gress  will  face  a  momentous  decision.  It 
can  support  Secretary  Marshall’s  suggestlony 
and  help  Europe  get  back  on  its  feet  in 
own  national  self-interest  or  it  can 
world  communism  a  wonderful  opporti; 
to  sneer  and  say,  “I  told  you  so.”  / 

We  need  have  no  doubt  that  Rus^n  re¬ 
fusal  to  participate  in  European  r^overy  is 
well  calculated  upon  the  possibllUiV  that  we 
will  renege  on  Secretary  MarshaJTs  proposal, 
thus  discrediting  this  countrw  in  the  eyes 
of  the  world.  / 

To  follow  through  on  t^  Marshall  pro¬ 
posal  and  thus  frustrate  Russian  ambition 
to  control  Europe,  Confess  probably  will 
be  asked  to  spend  coi)$lderably  more  than 
the  four  billion  it  es^ects  to  save  in  a  tax 
reduction.  Weighing  the  possibilities  in 
grave  decisions  ahaM,  we  might  yet  do  well 
to  keep  the  budaet  balanced  at  the  present 
tax  rate,  with  Ij^le  or  nothing  left  for  debt 
retirement. 

We  favor  a^taiT reduction  in  principle.  We 
also  suppc^  heartily  any  Government  econ¬ 
omy  tha^erves  the  national  interest.  Un- 
questio^bly  there  is  great  popular  support 
for  s^jong  arguments  in  favor  of  relief  from 
burdftisome  taxes  now  that  the  war  is  over. 

But  we  believe  it  is  the  better  part  of  wis- 
difm  to  proceed  cautiously  at  this  time,  ac¬ 
cumulating  as  much  surplus  as  possible  dur¬ 


ing  a  period  of  prosperity,  determining  more 
fully  the  demands  upon  our  economy  before 
reducing  our  abiiity  to  meet  them. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment.  If 
there  be  no  further  amendment,  the 
question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading 
and  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  having  been  read  three  times,  the 
question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN  and  other  Senators 
asked  ior  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  a  general  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wagner]  ,  who  is  necessarily  absent.  On 
this  vote  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey] 
and  will  vote.  I  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey]  ,  who  is  necessarily  absent  because 
of  illness  in  his  family,  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner], 
The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
present  and  voting,  would  vote  “yea,”  syffd 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  if  prqjfent 
and  v6ting,  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  ^e  Sen¬ 
ator  fronv  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas^ who  is 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen^,  having 
been  appointed  a  delegate  tp  the  Inter¬ 
national  Lab^  Conference  at  Geneva, 
Switzerland,  would  vote  ‘^ay”  if  present. 

The  Senator  from  ^ew  York  [Mr. 
Wagner],  who  is  ne'ftei^rily  absent,  has  a 
general  pair  with  th^enator  from  Kan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Reed].  ^h^Jransfer  of  that 
pair  to  the  Senator  fromNew  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  Ms  been  byeviously  an¬ 
nounced  by  Ofe  Senator  f^m  Kansas. 
If  present  am  voting,  the  S&iator  from 
New  Yorly^ould  vote  “nay,”,vand  the 
Senator  ftrom  New  Hampshire  wiinld  vote 
“yea.“ 

ThM result  was  announced — yeaS_60, 
nay^2,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 60 


A#ken 

Flanders 

O’Danlel 

Baldwin 

George 

Reed 

Ball 

Gurney 

Revercomb 

Brewster 

Hawkes 

Robertson,  Va 

Brlcker 

Hlckenlooper 

Robertson,  Wyo. 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Saltonstall 

Brooks 

Ives 

Smith 

Buck 

Jenner 

Stewart 

Bushfleld 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Taft 

Butler 

Kem 

Thye 

Byrd 

Knowland 

Tydlngs 

Cain 

Lodge 

Umstead 

Capehart 

McCarran 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

McCarthy 

Watkins 

Cooper 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Cordon 

Malone 

White 

Donnell 

Martin 

Wiley 

Dworshak 

Mlllikln 

Williams 

Ecton 

Moore 

Wilson 

Ferguson 

O’Conor 

NAYS— 32 

Young 

Barkley 

Holland 

Morse 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Murray 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Myers 

Downey 

Langer 

O’Mahoney 

Eastland 

Lucas 

Overton 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Pepper 

Fulbright 

McFarland 

Russell 

Green 

McGrath 

Sparkman 

Hatch 

McMahon 

Taylor 

Hayden 

Hill 

Magnuson 

Maybank 

Thomas,  Okla, 

NOT  VOnNG— 3 

Thomas,  Utah  Tobey  Wagner 

So  the  bill  (H.  R.  3950)  was  passed. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Swanson,  one  of.  its 
reading  clerks,  communicated  to  theSen- 
ate  the  intelligence  of  the  death  ^  Hon. 
Joseph  J.  Mansfield,  late  a  Re^senta- 
tive  from  the  State  of  Texas,  trans¬ 
mitted  the  resolution  of  the  IWuse  there¬ 
on. 

ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOI^TTON  SIGNED 

The  message  annojwiced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  ^  signature  to  the 
enrolled  joint  resoli^on  (S.  J.  Res.  129) 
to  provide  for  the  ^appropriate  commem¬ 
oration  of  the  oofe  hundred  and  fiftieth 
anniversary  of  jtne  establishment  of  the 
seat  of  the  F^eral  Government  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  it  was  signed 
pro  .tompoce.".. - - 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS ' 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 
i  tion  of  House  bill  3601,  the  appropriation 
bill  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

,The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
\  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for 
j  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
i  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
with  amendments. 

ENOE  OF  NOMINATION  OF  BURTON  N. 

BEHLING 

Mr.  BROOKS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maine. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  for  his  courtesy  in  yielding  to 
me.  I  desire  to  make  a  very  brief  state¬ 
ment,  and  then  to  proffer  a  unanimous 
consent  request.  There  is  on  the  desk 
a  resolution.  Senate  Executive  Resolution 
52,  submitted  by  me  several  days  ago, 
proposing  the  discharge  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Public  Works  from  further  con- 
sideration  of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bur- 
'■.4ion  N.  Behling  to  be  a  member  of  the 
!8^deral  Power  Commission,  and  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  rereference  of  the  nomina- 
tion'.to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Porelgp  Commerce. 

The  'iSjuestion  is  controversial.  The 
Senator  l^'om  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Rev- 
ercomb]  1^1  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  he  and  I  have  discussed  this  matter 
back  and  fortlsunany  times  in  the  hope 
that  we  might '^d  some  adjustment  of 
our  differences  ^d  avoid  bringing  the 
question  of  committee  jui'isdiction  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  t^self.  But  we  have 
failed  in  our  efforts,  ahd  we  have  reached 
the  conclusion  that  oitt  differences  are 
irreconcilable,  and  that  the  question  can 
be  settled  only  by  the  SenWe  Itself. 

I  desire,  first,  as  in  execmiye  session, 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  th^-when  the 
pending  measure,  in  charge  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks],'^1s  dis¬ 
posed  of  the  Senate,  in  executive  s^ion, 
may  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  S&n- 
ate  Executive  Resolution  52,  which  li'es 
on  the  desk,  making  that  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate. 
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\The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senior  from  Maine? 

Mr  .'RANGER.  Mr.  President,  what  Is 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  WMTE.  The  resolution  proposes 
to  dischaiW  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  from^rther  consideration  of  the 
nomination  oNBurton  N.  Behling  to  be  a 
member  of  the^Pederal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  to  refen^the  nomination  to  the 
Committee  on  Imserstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  where  nominations  of  this 
character  have  gone  fivm  time  immemo¬ 
rial,  and  where  jurisdic\on  has  been  un¬ 
challenged  until  lately. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  M?Vj^President,  I 
join  in  the  request  by  thie  majority 
leader,  that  after  the  pendir^^  business 
is  disposed  of  we  proceed,  in  executive 
session,  to  consider  the  issue  raised  by 
the  executive  resolution  now  oh  the 
table. 

I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  kriiw 
about  this  case,  and  the  urgency  of  ft. 
The  nomination  of  Burton  N.  Behling'' 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  was  sent  to  the  Senate  by 
the  President  on  May  5  of  this  year.  It 
was  referred — and  I  feel  properly  so, 
although  we  shall  take  that  subject  up 
later — to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  where  it  arrived  on  May  6. 

I  want  the  record  to  show  that  on 
May  6,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  I  wrote  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  Ithe  Subcommittee  on  Water 
Power,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone],  requesting  that  he  proceed  at 
once  with  hearings  upon  this  nomina¬ 
tion.  Before  such  hearings  could  be 
had  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White],  re¬ 
quested  me  to  hold  up  further  proceed¬ 
ings  on  the  nomination,  saying  that  his 
committee  protested  the  jurisdiction  of 
our  committee  with  respect  to  the  ap¬ 
pointment.  The  counsel  for  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works  has  prepared 
an  extensive  brief,  and  I  understand 
that  the  coimsel  for  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  has 
also  prepared  a  brief.  This  matter  must 
be  disposed  of.  We  must  proceed  with  / 
hearings  promptly,  because  it  would  Iqe 
utterly  unfair  to  the  nominee  to  delay. 
A  decision  must  be  made,  and  for  ftisi 
reason  we  must  proceed,  as '  y  say, 
promptly  to  settle  the  matter  o/' juris¬ 
diction  and  the  question  of  th/i  confir¬ 
mation  of  the  nomination.  / 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  t^pore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  requ§^  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maine  [Mr.  ^hite]?  The 
Chair  hears  none;  aptt  the  order  is 
made.  / 

IMPORTANCE  OF  HISSING  LEGISLATION 

■UiL.  Mr.  President, 
it  some  general  hous- 
/  be  enacted  by  the 
onclude  our  work.  I 
short.  I  also  realize 
ation  that  will  help 
t  homes  is  extremely 
ict  still  remains  that 
)ur  greatest  domestic 
it  reason,  I  feel  that 
3  genuine  effort  to  en- 
ent  housing  for  our 


veterans  and  civilians  in  the  lower-in¬ 
come  brackets.  I  understand  perfectly 
that  this  problem  cannot  be  overcome 
by  legjslation  alone.  I  know  there  is  no 
magic’  way  to  bring  down  the  present 
high  cost  of  construction  and  to  prevent 
recurrent  shortages  of  materials.  I  have 
received  a  most  interesting  statement  of 
the  housing  problem  in  Massachusetts 
from  Lewis  H.  Weinstein,  chairman  of 
the  State  board  of  housing.  These  sta¬ 
tistics  speak  for  themselves,  and  I  know 
Massachusetts  is  not  alone  in  this  situa¬ 
tion  by  any  means.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  include  his  brief 
statement  on  Massachusetts  housing 
needs  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

NEED  FOR  HOUSING  IN  MASSACHUSETTS 

It  is  estimated  that  the  families  of  60,000 
Massachusetts  veterans  are  in  desperate  need 
of  housing.  It  is  also  estimated  that  there 
will  be  a  need  for  about  350,000  new  resi¬ 
dential  units  in  Massachusetts  during  the 
next  10  years. 

This  pent-up  demand  is  due  to  numerous/ 
s,  most  important  of  which  are:  / 

Massachusetts  population  increa^d 
between  1920  and  1945.  y 

2.  ^toere  has  been  a  sharp  increase  ^ the 

format^n  of  new  families  in  recenyrears; 
the  manuage  rate  in  1946  was  al^st  2^4 
times  as  g^at  as  in  1934.  / 

3.  In  19W,  40  percent  of  ^e  existing 
houses  had  ^en  built  prior  to/i899,  and  it 
is  now  estinn^ed  that  290,^00  units  are 
improper  for  ^equate  liv^g. 

4.  It  is  estimated  that  oyer  80,000  families 
were  doubled-up  the  yiid  of  1946. 

5.  Present  estimat^  (;<^11  lor  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  35,000  units  ffl^ear  for  the  next  10 
years,  while  the  y^anv  average  between 
1929  and  1946  was  ^ss  toen  7,000  units  and 
the  peak  year,  W25,  onl^produced'  about 
27,000  units. 

Contrasted  ^ith  these  various  estimates 
of  need,  it  estimated  that  ^rts  in  1947 
will  not  exceed  12,000  units,  and^^at  rental 
units  wiyr'  approximate  no  morAthan  10 
percent  of  the  total. 

It  y  estimated  that  a  total  of  ^^,000 
vetejluis  in  Massachusetts  (of  which  ^000 
ar^dn  desperate  need)  are  desirous  of 
lug  homes  or  renting  new  apartmenl 
Sixty-four  percent  of  those  desirous  of 
/ing  are  willing  to  pay  no  more  than  $7,000, 
while  80  percent  of  those  veterans  desirous 
of  renting  new  quarters  can  afford  no  more 
than  $50  a  month.  The  failure  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  building  program  to  satisfy  these  needs 
is  evident  in  both  the  comparatively  small 
number  of  units  which  are  being  built,  and 
in  the  price  range  at  which  units  are  being 
placed  on  the  market.  The  market  price  of 
the  average  sale  unit  is  over  $10,000,  whereas 
less  than  9  percent  of  the  veterans  can  afford 
such,  a  price.  A  comparison  of  the  per¬ 
centage  range  of  rental  units  authorized  by 
the  FHA  and  the  expressed  needs  of  the 
veterans  shows  even  more  strikingly  the 
failure  to  meet  veterans’  demands,  particu¬ 
larly  when  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  total 
rental  units  to  be  constructed  this  year 
will  likely  equal  only  4  percent  of  the  total 
veterans’  demand.  The  percentage  distri¬ 
butions  follow: 


Per  month 

Below 

$30 

$30  to 
$40 

$40  to 
$50 

$50  to 
$60 

Over 

$60 

Expressed  vet- 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

erau  need - 

FHA  permits, 
first  quarter 

9.2 

3S.4 

35.4 

13.7 

5.7 

1947 _ _ 

.8 

3.3 

5.1 

4.3 

86.5 

TRIBUTES  TO  SENATOR  CAPPER  ON  HIS 
EIGHTY-SECOND  BIRTHDAY 

/ 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ^nk 
It  both  fitting  and  proper  to  pause jf  mo¬ 
ment  in  our  work  to  pay  brief  trU^te  to 
one  of  our  fellow  Senators  whyos  serv¬ 
ing  his  twenty-ninth  year  ys  United 
States  Senator,  and  today  crfebrates  his 
eighty-second  birthday.  / 

I  refer,  as  all  Senato^know,  to  the 
Senator  from  Kansay  [Mr.  Capper], 
whose  constituents  hay^  paid  their  high¬ 
est  tribute  to  him  bmheir  continued  re- 
election  of  him  to  Om  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate  since  Novem^’  5,  1918. 

The  widespresra  knowledge  of  the  de¬ 
tails  of  his  ca^r  makes  it  presumptuous 
of  me  to  do  ^ore  than  mention  a  few  in 
tribute. 

ARTHuy^CAPPER,  Republican,  was  born 
in  Ganyftt,  Kans.,  July  14,  1865,  and  was 
educa^d  in  the  common  schools  and 
high/schools  of  Garnett.  He  started  his 
caEMr  in  newspaper  work  and  now  owns 
the  third  largest  newspaper  and  maga- 
Kine  printing  establishment  in  the  United 
’States,  known  as  the  Capper  Publica¬ 
tions. 

His  election  to  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate  was  preceded  by  4  years  of  elective 
service  as  Governor  of  the  great  State 
of  Kansas. 

His  initial  election  to  the  United  States 
Senate  was  the  start  of  a  career  of  serv¬ 
ice  to  both  the  people  of  Kansas  and  all 
the  people  of  our  country.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kansas  has  always  been  re¬ 
garded  as  the  spokesman  of  farming  in¬ 
terests  in  the  Halls  of  Congress.  The 
Capper-Volstead  Act  which  legalized 
farm  cooperatives  is  the  basis  for  every 
farm  cooperative  today.  The  Capper- 
Ketchem  Act,  under  which  the  4-H  Clubs 
were  organized  and  now  operate,  is  a 
tribute  to  his  interest  both  in  agricul¬ 
ture  and  in  the  welfare  of  children. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  has  repeat¬ 
edly  demonstrated  his  love  for  children, 
the  future  citizens  and  leaders  of  our 
country,  by  his  acts  even  more  than  by 
his  words.  At  Christmastime  1920  he 
founded  the  Capper  Fund  for  Crippled 
Children  which  has  grown  in  its  service 
through  the  years  and  constitutes  one  of 
lis  principal  hobbies. 

■janized  the  Capper 
in  which  he  goes 
nershfp  with  each 
the  object  of  which 
laracter  and  leader- 
)ys  and  girls, 
egard  to  the  legisla- 
its  of  this  man  of 
to  say  “Look  at  the 
ways  stood  for  clean 
the  final  results  of 
ve  been  announced, 
lie  lias  iiiiiiicuiai.cij'  and  without  equivo¬ 
cation  given  his  whol^earted  support  to 
the  expressed  will  of  tl^  majority. 

He  is  more  than  a  mai^he  is  an  in¬ 
stitution;  a  fine,  wholesoi^  influence  in 
his  State  and  in  his  NationX  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  sure  I  express  th^entiment 
of  the  Members  of  this  august  when 
I  say  to  him,  “Best  wishes  and  a  happy 
birthday.”  \ 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  Pi’esident,  I  wi^  to 
add  my  word  to  what  has  been  said  by 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone], 
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Since  I  came  to  the  Senate  it  has  been 
my  privilege  to  be  associated  wi^  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  in  worWng  foij 
American  agriculture  and  to ^onsideE 
legislation  proposed  for  the  yoenefit  oi 
American  agriculture.  I  vy4nt  to  sajI 
that  I  do  not  think  any  mfin  living  ha^ 
done  more  to  promote  it  ahd  to  help  the 
farm  people  of  the  United  States  to  live  a, 
happier  and  more  prosperous  life  than 
has  the  Senator  fropa  Kansas. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
I  ought  to  take  advantage  of  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  expres^-my  appreciation  of  the 
tributes  paid  ta  the  distinguished  Sena-, 
tor  from  K^as.  They  are  especially 
appropriate/ui  that  they  have  been  paid 
immediate  preceding  the  taking  by  the 
Senate  ofthe  agricultural  appropriation 
bill  for/the  fiscal  year  1948.  I  want  to 
join  jjrly  colleagues  in  paying  my  deep 
resp/ct  and  tribute  to  the  Senator  from 
Kaftsas,  who  has  long  been  known  as  one 
of'  the  greatest  friends  of  American 
agriculture. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS.  1948 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
I  can  give  an  over-all  picture  of  the  bill 
rather  briefly.  The  estimate  of  the 
Budget  Bureau  recommended  appropria¬ 
tions  of  $1,188,571,318.  The  bill  as 
passed  by  the  House  carried  $847,601,976, 
or  a  reduction  in  the  budget  estimate  of 
$340,989,342.  The  Senate  bill  as  reported 
to  the  floor  at  this  moment  contains  an 
authorization  for  appropriations  of  $1,- 
048  266,136,  or  an  increase  of  $200,664,160 
over  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House. 
The  major  part  of  that  $200,000,000  is 
contained  in  eight  specific  items. 

The  first  is  the  item  for  conservation 
and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources. 
The  committee  has  increased  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  this  item  by  $93,000,000, 
using  $37,000,000  which  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  has  as  a  carry-over  from 
year  to  year,  to  be  spent  in  the  program 
for  this  year.  That  was  the  most  highly 
controversial  item. 

In  last  year’s  appropriation  bill  the 
Congress  authorized  a  $300,000,000  pro¬ 
gram  for  conservation  and  use  for  this 
year.  Based  upon  that  authorization, 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  went  for¬ 
ward  with  its  program.  When  the  House 
considered  the  appropriation  bill,  it  cut 
back  the  appropriation  for  that  item 
from  $301,000,000  to  $165,000,000,  au¬ 
thorizing  only  $150,000,000  to  be  used  as 
payments  and  $15,000,000  to  be  used  for 
administrative  purposes.  The  Senate 
committee  believed  it  was  its  duty  to 
follow  through  with  the  program  which 
was  authorized  by  both  figure  and  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  1947  Appropriation  Act,  and 
therefore  the  committee  voted  to  rein¬ 
state  the  full  payments  of  $267,500,000, 
reducing  the  appropriations  for  expenses, 
however,  to  $27,500,000,  or  making  a  total 
of  $295,000,000. 

Moreover,  the  House  had  eliminated 
any  authorization  for  any  program  for 
the  ensuing  year.  The  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  voted  to  revive  that  program  and  to 


authorize  a  $150,000,000  program  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948,  but  the  committee 
changed  the  procedure.  Believing  that 
the  soil-conservation  program  should  be 
utilized  as  an  incentive,  the  committee 
is  of  the  opinion  that  those  who  can 
afford  to  pay  for  their  own  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  programs  in  large  amounts  should 
be  required  to  do  so.  So  in  the  author¬ 
ization  for  next  year  the  committee  has 
provided  that  no  participant  shall  receive 
more  than  $500  in  payments  for  partici¬ 
pating  in  this.program  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States.  The  present 
limitation  is  $10,000.  So  the  committee 
has  voted  to  reduce  it  by  $9,500  to  the 
participants  so  that  more  of  the  smaller 
participants  and  those  in  the  lower  In¬ 
come  groups  on  the  farms  may  partici¬ 
pate  and  may  have  the  incentive  which 
we  believe  this  program  will  provide. 

The  second  item  was  that  for  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration.  As  to 
that  item,  the  House  eliminated  entirely 
the  $35,000,000  estimated  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  for  tenant  loans.  There 
are  a  great  many  veterans  as  well  as 
other  persons,  who  have  applied  for 
loans.  But  because  of  the  rising  cost 
of  land,  the  President’s  own  concern 
about  it,  in  celling  a  special  meeting  to 
consider  ways  and  means  of  stopping  the 
inflationary  rise  in  the  cost  of  land,  and 
believing  that  many  veterans  might — 
unless  the  administration  screens  each 
case  carefully — be  loaded  down  with  land 
that  will  prove  to  be  not  beneficial  to 
them,  if  a  time  of  low  prices  comes,  as 
we  believe  it  inevitably  will,  we  did  not 
restore  the  full  $35,000,000  of  the  Budget 
Bureau’s  estimate:  nevertheless,  by 
unanimous  vote  in  both  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  the  full  committee,  we  re¬ 
stored  $20,000,000  for  the  item  for  loans, 
and  added  $6,000,000  to  the  item  for 
salaries  and  administrative  expenses, 
making  a  total  addition  of  $26,000,000 
over  the  amounts  allowed  by  the  House. 

For  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration,  the  appropriation  for  loans  was 
reduced  by  the  House  to  $225,000,000,  and 
the  appropriation  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  was  reduced  by  the  House  by 
$1,600,000.  The  subcommittee  and  the 
full  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
restored  $25,000,000  to  the  appropriation 
for  loans,  making  a  total  of  $250,000,000, 
and  restored  $1,000,000  for  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  administrative  expenses: 
and  in  the  report  the  committee  sug¬ 
gests  that  this  appropriation  be  devoted 
to  the  areas  where  at  the  present  time 
there  is  less  opportunity  to  enjoy  the 
benefits  of  the  REA. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  desire  to  congratulate 
the  committee,  under  the  leadership  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks], 
for  restoring  the  cuts  made  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  the  appropriations 
for  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion.  I  congratulate  the  committee  be¬ 
cause  I  think  its  action  is  to  be  com¬ 
mended,  and  I  think  the  appropriation 
as  recommended  by  our  committee  will 
prove  to  be  most  beneficial. 

On  page  12  of  the  report  there  is  a 
statement  which  I  should  like  to  have 


clarified  at  this  time.  It  appears  at  the 
tpp  of  the  page,  as  follows; 

The  committee  Instructs  the  Administra¬ 
tor  of  REA  to  report  to  both  the  Senate  and 
House  Appropriations  Committees  in  writing 
30  days  in  advance  of  approving  allocations 
of  funds  for  acquiring  or  building  generating 
plants. 

I  can  see  no  objection  to  that  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  time  W'hen  the  Congress  is  in 
session,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
It  would  apply  under  certain  conditions 
which  I  shall  describe.  For  instance, 
there  is  an  REA  system  in  my  own  State. 
At  the  present  time  it  is  purchasing 
power  from  one  of  the  corporate  power 
companies.  But  that  company  itself  is 
so  desperately  short  of  power  that  it  may 
have  to  cut  off  the  supply  of  power  to  the 
REA,  and  it  has  said  so  in  so  many  words; 
and  it  has  also  provided  in  the  contract 
that  in  the  event  that  It  becomes  too 
short  of  power,  it  may  cut  off  the  supply 
to  the  REA. 

The  REA  itself  has  a  small  Diesel  gen¬ 
erating  plant  which  would  be  totally  in¬ 
adequate  to  supply  its  members  in  case 
the  other  source  of  power  is  lost.  If  that 
source  of  power  is  lost,  it  probably  will 
happen  during  the  coming  fall,  during 
the  period  of  low  water,  when  Congress 
is  not  in  session.  In  such  event  it  would 
be  almost  necessary  for  the  REA  coop¬ 
erative  to  add  to  its  generating  equip¬ 
ment  on  short  notice. 

Would  the  Senator  from  Illinois  ex¬ 
pect  that  this  instruction  to  the  REA 
would  hold  under  such  conditions  at  a 
time  when  the  Senate  was  not  in  session, 
or  would  a  notice  to  the  committee  clerk 
that  a  loan  was  to  be  made  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  installation  of  the  generating 
equipment  sufSice,  even  though  the  Sen¬ 
ate  were  not  in  session? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  speak 
only  for  myself.  I  wish  to  tell  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  that  there  was  con¬ 
siderable  feeling  that  something  on  the 
subject  should  be  written  into  the  law, 
and  offer  was  made  of  an  amendment 
which  would  prohibit  the  REA  from 
building  or  acquiring  any  generating 
plants  without  first  going  to  the  State 
authority,  after  the  determination  had 
been  made  as  to  the  necessity  of  supply¬ 
ing  additional  power  at  a  reasonable 
rate.  The  committee  felt  that  such  a 
provision  should  not  be  placed  in  the  bill, 
but  that  we  would  have  a  better  under¬ 
standing  of  how  far  the  REA  was  to  go, 
and  would  have  a  chance  of  being  noti¬ 
fied  of  any  acquisition  or  building  of  a 
generating  plant,  by  requiring  that  30 
days’  notice  be  given  by  them. 

If  the  REA  in  the  Senator’s  State  can 
foresee  such  a  situation,  I  think  it  should 
report  it  30  days  in  advance.  Certainly 
it  can  foresee  30  days  in  advance  what 
its  problem  is  going  to  be. 

In  view  of  the  shortage  of  generating 
equipment,  which  is  one  of  the  bottle¬ 
necks  all  over  the  United  States,  we  did 
not  provide  that  they  could  not  do  it, 
but  we  simply  say  that  we  wish  to  be 
notified  30  days  before  they  do  so. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  understand  the  pur¬ 
pose,  and  I  do  not  disagree  with  it.  I 
was  simply  bringing  up  the  possibility 
that  an  emergency  might  arise.  For  in¬ 
stance,  we  lost  a  substantial  source  of 
power  in  Vermont,  the  other  day,  when 
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a  dam  burst.  That  power  is  very  badly 
needed.  The  bursting  of  that  dam  will 
make  our  very  short  supply  of  power  still 
shorter. 

In  the  event  of  the  occurrence  of  such 
an  emergency,  when  it  is  necessary  to 
'  get  power  somewhere  very  quickly,  is  it 
the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  the  committee  would  have  objection 
to  the  installation  of  such  generating 
equipment,  even  though  the  Congress 
was  not  in  session ;  and  would  a  notice  to 
the  committee  clerk,  who  will  be  in 
Washington,  we  assume,  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  instruction  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  a  notice  to  the 
clerk,  addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  will  be  adequate  notice.  It 
is  not  stated  that  it  has  to  be  delivered 
in  hand.  There  will  be  somebody  here, 
and  he  can  be  notified.  It  is  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  having  a  better  under¬ 
standing,  and  some  notice,  of  when  they 
are  going  to  build  generating  plants.  I 
think  the  provision  could  hardly  be  more 
liberal. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Notice  to  the  clerk  of  the 
committee  would  suffice? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Notice  addressed  to 
the  chairman. 

Mr,  AIKEN.  I  am  satisfied  with  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
I  am  speaking  of  a  very  possible  emer¬ 
gency  which  may  occur  in  my  State,  and 
it  would  have  to  be  met  in  some  way. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  next  item,  Mr. 
President,  relates  to  the  school-lunch 
program.  Last  year  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  provided  $81,000,000  toward 
this  program.  The  Budget  Bureau’s 
estimate  this  year  was  $75,000,000. 
The  House  reduced  it  to  $45,000,00,  and 
eliminatec^  the  possibility  of  the  prac¬ 
tice  which  has  been  followed  in  the  past, 
of  considering  the  money  that  is  paid  in 
by  school  children  for  their  lunch  as  a 
part  of  the  matching  fund.  The  Senate 
committee  has  restored  the  full  $75,- 
000,000,  and  deleted  the  restriction 
against  the  use  of  the  payments  by  the 
children  for  their  lunches  as  a  part  of 
the  matching  fund.  We  did  suggest,  in 
our  report,  however,  that  we  felt  that  the 
States  might  move  faster  in  assuming 
their  rightful  share  in  caring  for  this 
program. 

The  House  pointed  out  that  almost 
every  State  government  today  has  a  very 
large  surplus,  while  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  is  operating  under  a  deficit  of 
$257,000,000,000.  I  might  say  that  it  was 
my  purpose,  as  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  to  suggest  to  various  wit¬ 
nesses  who  came  before  us,  parent-teach¬ 
er  associations  and  others,  that  they 
use  diligence,  and  all  their  influence,  to 
try  to  impress  on  local  go'^rnment — 
county,  city,  and  State — that  they  should 
assume  a  large  proportion  of  this  very 
beneficial  program.  Because  only  22 
States  had  by  legislative  authority  au¬ 
thorized  or  appropriated  money  for  this 
purpose,  and  26  States  had  not,  we  felt 
that  the  program  should  be  continued.  I 
might  say,  further,  that  in  my  own  State 
more  than  a  year  ago  I  urged  the  chief 
advocates  of  the  program  to  go  to  the 
State  government,  which  they  did,  and 
they  received  a  larger  appropriation  than 
they  ever  received  before. 


I  believe  the  program  is  a  beneficial 
one,  but  I  think  we  should  take  account 
of  the  fiscal  condition  of  the  Federal 
Government.  As  was  pointed  out  in  the 
debate  in  the  House,  we  are  giving  bil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  to  feed  the  children  of 
Europe;  and  it  was  made  plain  that  that 
is  a  responsibility  which  falls  on  the 
Federal  Treasury,  and  that  a  larger  pro¬ 
portion  of  this  program  should  be  as¬ 
sumed  by  the  local  governments. 

The  next  item  is  section  32  funds.  The 
House  allowed  only  $40,000,000;  the 
Senate  committee  increased  the  amount 
to  $48,000,000  which  will,  we  are  told  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  meet 
any  foreseeable  problem  in  meeting  the 
obligations  for  the  purpose  for  which 
section  32  funds  were  originally  set  aside, 
and  with  the  $8,000,000  additional,  they 
will  be  given  4  percent  of  the  $48,000,000, 
which  will  give  them  an  adequate  fund 
for  the  administration  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  marketing  program. 

Another  item  of  $6,140,000  pertains  to 
meat  inspection.  The  House  provided 
$5;000,000,  and  suggested  that  it  be  a 
revolving  fund,  that  the  packers  from 
now  on  should  pay  all  the  costs,  by  fee, 
of  meat  inspection.  There  was  much 
objection  to  that  in  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee,  on  the  ground  that  meat  inspection 
is  a  public  health  measure.  It  was  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  law  with  that  in  mind. 
Seventy-five  percent  of  the  meat  of  the 
country  today  which  is  slaughtered  is 
Federally  inspected.  That  percentage 
has  grown  during  the  war,  but  a  great 
many  more  packing  plants  have  come  in 
under  meat  inspecction.  Six  hundred 
and  fifty  were  participating  before  the 
war,  and  900  are  now  participating, 
showing  that  a  greater  number  of  plants 
have  come  in,  and  therefore,  with  the 
feeling  that  the  meat  inspection  might 
be  done  away  with,  or  avoided,  by  dif¬ 
ferent  packing  companies,  thereby  en¬ 
dangering  the  health  of  the  country,  if 
the  cost  were  imposed  as  a  fee,  and  that 
the  expense  would  be  put  back  on  the 
consumer,  the  amount  of  $6,140,000  was 
restored. 

The  next  item  is  Federal  crop  insur¬ 
ance.  The  House  reduced  the  amount 
from  $9,000,000  and  a  little  more  to  $1,- 
000,000.  Since  that  time  the  Senate  has 
passed  a  bill,  whose  author  is  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Vermont  LMr.  Aiken],  and  in 
the  House  there  have  been  hearings  on  a 
similar  bill.  We  have  increased  the 
amount  by  four  or  five  million  dollars, 
and  put  the  crop  insurance  on  an  experi¬ 
mental  basis. 

With  the  million  dollars  allowed  by 
the  House,  the  Department  would  not 
be  able  even  to  collect  the  premiums  this 
year.  There  are  some  540,000  contracts 
in  force  now,  some  fifty-one  or  fifty-two 
millions  in  premiums  outstanding,  with 
a  possible  insurable  loss  of  $500,000,000. 
We  felt  that  adequate  funds  should  be 
provided  to  service  those  loans,  to  collect 
those  premiums,  to  service  the  losses  as 
they  were  reported,  and  to  place  the  new 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  project  on  a 
strictly  experimental  stage,  so  that  it 
might  become  a  sound  program,  and  then 
extend  it  on  that  basis. 

The  other  amount  of  $4,000,000  that 
was  restored  was  in  the  item  of  forest 
roads  and  trails. 


With  this  explanation,  Mr.  President, 

I  ask  that  the  bill  be  read  for  amend¬ 
ment,  and  that  committee  amendments 
be  first  considered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tl.'e 
order  has  already  been  made.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  first  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
commend  the  Senator  from  Illionis  [Mr. 
Brooks],  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
in  charge  of  agricultural  appropriations, 
for  his  great  service  to  agriculture.  I 
think  his  understanding  of  and  sym¬ 
pathy  with  agricultural  problems  merit 
commendation.  His  tolerance  and  pa¬ 
tience  through  many  days  of  hearings 
are  to  be  commended  also.  The  chair¬ 
man’s  job  was  not  an  easy  one.  It  was 
his  difficult  task  to  reconcile  and  bring 
together  those  on  the  committee  who 
favored  curtailed  appropriations  for 
farm  programs  and  those,  like  myself, 
whose  business  has  always  been  farm¬ 
ing,  who  strongly  favored  strong  and 
adequately-financed  farm  programs.  I 
think  he  did  a  very  excellent  job,  indeed. 

I  am  very  happy  at  the  result  of  the 
hearings  in  the  subcommittee.  I  believe 
they  represent  great  gains  for  agricul¬ 
ture,  which  would  have  been  lost  if  the 
House  action  had  been  allowed  to  stand. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks  I  ask  to 
have  inserted  in  the  Record  Wayne  Har¬ 
row’s  Washington  Farm  Letter,  which 
gives  a  very  good  review  of  agricultural 
appropriations  as  set  forth  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Appeopmation-s 

The  more-liberal-thaji-the-House  farm  ♦ 
appropriations  bill  reported  today  by  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  will  clear  the 
Senate  late  next  week  with  little  change. 

Senator  Brooks,  Republican,  of  Illinois, 
chairman  of  farm  subcommittee,  has  made 
as  sure  as  he  can  that  no  floor  amendments 
will  be  pushed,  and  that  many  House  GOP 
Members  will  go  along  when  bill  gets  there. 
YotTNG,  Republican,  North  Dakota,  led  fight 
In  committee  for  restorations,  helped  by 
RtrssEi-L,  Democrat,  Georgia. 

Taber,  Republican,  New  York,  and  Dirksen, 
Republican,  of  Illinois,  will  put  up  a  fight 
to  keep  many  of  the  original  cuts  when  bill 
comes  back  to  House.  Our  check-up  indi¬ 
cates  they  will  lose  more  than  they  will  win, 
and  that  final  bill  will  be  much  nearer  Senate 
than  House  bill. 

Here  are  high  lights  of  Senate  bill,  com¬ 
pared  to  House: 

AAA:  Full  conservation  payment  funds  for 
1947,  or  $130,000,000  over  House  figure,  and 
$27,500,000  for  administration  (nearly  twice 
what  House  allowed);  $150,000,000  for  1948, 
with  limit  of  $500  on  individual  payments, 
and  allocations  to  States  on  basis  of  con¬ 
servation  needs  except  no  State  can  be  re¬ 
duced  more  than  15  percent  below  the  1946 
distribution. 

SCS:  Soil  conservation  research  funds  re¬ 
stored  to  full  budget  request  by  adding  $750,- 
000  to  House  allowance. 

FHA:  Tenant-purchase  loans  of  $20,000,- 
000,  with  priority  recommended  for  veter¬ 
ans:  $6,000,000  more  administrative  funds. 
This  is  $20,000,000  more  than  allowed  by  the 
House. 

School  lunches:  Pull  $75,000,000  restored, 
to  come  from  section  82  funds  (tariff  reve¬ 
nues),  and  prohibition  removed  against  use 
of  school-children  payments  as  offsets  to 
Federal  funds.  This  is  $30,000,000  more  than 
the  House  figure. 
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Section  32  funds:  Upper  from  $40,000,000 
allowed  by  House  to  $48,000,000  for  surplus 
purchases,  and  $75,000,000  for  lunches. 

REA:  Full  $250,000,000  loan  power  restored 
and  $1,000,000  replaced  In  administrative 
funds.  Empty  provision:  Senate  and  House 
Appropriations  Committees  must  be  notified 
30  days  in  advance  of  any  generatlng-plant 
expansion. 

Market  research:  Hope-Flannagan  funds 
upped  from  $9,000,000  to  $9,500,000,  with  sug¬ 
gestion  USDA  set  up  separate  unit  to  handle. 

Meat  inspection:  Full  funds  restored — 
packers  not  to  pay  cost. 

Crop  insurance  raised  from  $1,000,000  to 
$5,000,000.  BAE  got  $500,000  restored  for  eco¬ 
nomic  investigations.  Home  economics  cut 
$245,000  below  House.  Solicitor’s  office  had 
$200,000  restored. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  touch  on  one  or  two  of  the  ac¬ 
complishments  of  the  Senate  committee. 
One  is  the  restoration  of  the  PMA  con¬ 
servation  and  land-use  program  for  next 
year.  In  my  opinion  that  is  the  major 
accomplishment  of  our  committee’s 
work.  In  fact,  I  cannot  see  how  any 
future  agricultural  program  can  be  writ¬ 
ten  and  made  effective  without  the  ma¬ 
chinery  provided  by  the  committee  sys¬ 
tem  now  in  use  under  the  present  con¬ 
servation  and  land-use  program.  There 
must  be  a  farmer-committee  system 
functioning  if  any  sound  agricultural 
program  is  to  be  really  effective. 

In  my  opinion,  it  would  have  been  de¬ 
sirable  to  provide  for  the  1948  program 
on  a  scale  larger  than  the  $150,000,000 
program  set  forth  here;  but  in  the  in¬ 
terests  of  economy  there  was  some  justi¬ 
fication  for  this  reduction  and  a  substan¬ 
tial  program  can  still  be  carried  forward 
under  this  figure. 

Another  great  and  important  accom¬ 
plishment  was  the  restoration  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds,  which  are  badly  needed 
In  the  support  of  farm  prices.  It  should 
be  noted  that  the  committee  restored 
$8,000,000  in  section  32  funds  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  farm  prices  and  otherwise  fully 
provided  for  farm-support  prices. 

The  restoration  of  $25,000,000  in  REA 
loan  funds  is  very  important  to  many 
areas  of  the  United  States,  and  particu¬ 
larly  in  my  State  which  now  has  the  low¬ 
est  percentage  of  electrified  farms  of  all 
the  States  of  the  Nation. 

It  was  absolutely  necessary  that  crop 
Insurance  administration  funds  be  re¬ 
stored  if  this  program  is  to  operate  suc¬ 
cessfully.  There  are  some  appropria¬ 
tions  in  which  I  would  rather  have  seen 
larger  restorations  than  are  made  in  this 
bill,  but  I  believe  that  the  committee 
action,  as  a  whole,  is  very  favorable.  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  action  of 
the  committee  without  major  amend¬ 
ment. 

I  had  been  hopeful  of  a  larger  raise  in 
loan  funds  for  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration,  which  gives  valuable  serv¬ 
ice  to  farmers  generally  and  particu¬ 
larly  to  farmer  veterans.  However,  the 
$20,000,000  increase  granted  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  be  very  helpful,  as  will  the 
substantial  increase  in  administrative 
funds. 

The  restoration  of  $25,000,000  in  REA 
loan  funds  also  was  a  commendable  ac¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  committee,  al¬ 
though  I  would  have  preferred  a  larger 
restoration  of  funds  for  REA  admin¬ 
istrative  needs  than  the  $1,000,000 
allowed. 


There  is  one  further  amendment  to 
which  I  would  like  to  refer  vary  briefly. 
In  restoring  the  conservation  and  land- 
use  program  for  next  year  on  a  basis  of 
$150,000,000,  an  amendment  was  adopted 
placing  this  program  on  a  basis  of  need. 
The  ceiling  limiting  to  $10,000  the  maxi¬ 
mum  payment  which  can  be  made  to  any 
one  farmer  under  the  present  program 
was  changed  so  that  the  ceiling  will  be 
$500  under  the  1948  program.  On  the 
over-all  picture  for  the  United  States 
there  would  be  no  material  change  in  the 
amount  of  money  going  to  the  various 
States  as  a  result  of  this  amendment, 
with  the  exception  of  three  or  four 
States.  Kansas,  under  a  $300,000,000 
program,  would  have  had  its  funds 
under  this  program  reduced  from  ap¬ 
proximately  $10,000,000  to  $5,000,000. 
North  Dakota’s  share  would  have  been 
reduced  from  $7,726,000  to  $3,758,000. 
The  amendment  that  I  offered  to  the 
committee,  which  was  accepted,  pro¬ 
hibits  a  change  of  more  than  15  percent 
from  last  year’s  flgures.  The  effect  of 
this  amendment  of  mine  is  to  prevent  a 
loss  of  $2,809,000  to  North  Dakota  farm¬ 
ers  in  payments  under  this  year’s  pro¬ 
gram  and  a  possible  loss  of  $1,404,550  to 
them  under  next  year’s  program  as  set 
forth  in  this  bill.  This,  I  believe,  makes 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  to  make 
grants  on  the  basis  of  need,  workable  and 
will  make  possible  a  good  program  for 
next  year,  even  with  the  more  limited 
funds.  I  hope  that  the  final  action  on 
these  agricultural  appropriations  will  re¬ 
main  substantially  as  left  by  our  com¬ 
mittee.  The  important  place  agricul¬ 
ture  occupies  in  our  national  economy 
makes  absolutely  necessary  all  of  these 
funds  if  we  are  to  prevent  another  bank¬ 
rupt  agriculture  such  as  that  which 
followed  the  last  war. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
vote  on  the  amendments,  I  would  like  to 
say  just  a  word.  The  subject  of  Ameri¬ 
can  agriculture  is  very  close  to  my  heart, 
and  I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
congratulate  the  junior  Senator  from  Il¬ 
linois  and  the  members  of  his  subcom¬ 
mittee  on  the  very  excellent  work  they 
have  done  in  connection  with  this  bill.  I 
consider  it  perfectly  fair  and  generous 
treatment  of  American  agriculture.  I 
want  to  express  my  appreciation  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks]  for 
his  excellent  leadership  on  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  appropriation  bill. 

Now  that  this  seems  to  be  a  day  of 
compliments  and  congratulations.  Sen¬ 
ators  having  just  now  congratulated  one 
of  our  colleagues  on  his  birthday  after 
30  years  of  service  in  this  body,  I  wish 
to  say  a  word  about  the  work  of  one  of 
our  colleagues  who  has*been  here  only 
a  comparatively  short  time.  I  refer  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Young],  I  have  been  associated 
with  him  since  he  has  been  here.  I  want 
to  say  that  his  work  on  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture,  as  well  as  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  has  been  most 
outstanding.  He  has  been  diligent  in 
his  attendance  at  committee  hearings. 
He  has  studied  the  bills  thoroughly,  and 
he  has  been  fair  not  only  to  agriculture 
but  to  all  other  groups  of  people  as  well. 
I  know  of  no  one  who  has  made  a  greater 
contribution  to  constructive  agricultural 


legislation  in  so  short  a  time  as  has  Sen¬ 
ator  Young.  I  am  glad  to  take  this  op¬ 
portunity  to  say  what  I  think  about  his 
work. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  a  brief  moment  to  express  my,^ 
gratitude  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  improvements  they  have 
made  in  the  situation  confronting  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill.  I  was 
very  much  discouraged,  I  will  say  frank¬ 
ly,  when  the  House  of  Representatives, 
for  whom  I  have  the  highest  respect, 
having  served  in  it  for  a  long  time,  got 
through  with  the  agricultural  appropri¬ 
ation  bill,  especially  in  view  of  what  It 
did  to  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration,  soil  conservation,  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration,  and  certain  other 
items  of  the  appropriation  bill.  I  natu¬ 
rally  am  Interested  especially  in  those 
items  which  are  the  basis  of  our  improved 
agricultural  situation,  because  I  was  here 
when  the  original  legislation  providing 
for  them  was  enacted  and  when  we  set  out 
to  try  to  stop  the  ravages  of  soil  erosion  in 
the  United  States,  which  takes  millions  of 
acres  of  rich  surface  soil  down  our  creeks 
and  rivers,  and  into  the  oceans  and  gulfs 
every  year.  I  have  always  felt,  and  I  am 
sure  every  other  Senator  will  agree,  that 
as  our  population  increases,  every  acre 
of  land  must  support  more  people  than 
it  did  before.  We  cannot  allow  our  soil 
to  become  wasted.  We  must  not  only  re¬ 
tain  its  fertility,  but  we  must  reclaim 
large  areas  which  jn  the  early  days  were 
allowed  to  go  to  waste  because  it  was  not 
needed.  So  it  is  encouraging  to  see  the 
Senate  committee  restore  substantially 
the  funds  which  we  felt  were  absolutely 
indispensable  to  carry  on  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  program. 

The  same  thing  applies  to  the  REA. 
We  know  that  under  its  administration 
of  the  funds  loaned  to  it,  millions  of  our 
farmers,  farmers’  wives,  and  children 
have  had  lifted  from  their  backs  the 
drudgery  of  hard  hand  labor.  It  is  one 
of  the  things  in  which  the  States  and 
local  communities  could  not  indulge.  It 
had  to  come  through  the  loaning  power 
of  the  Federal  Government.  It  could 
not  have  been  done  even  by  commercial 
banks  and  lending  agencies.  In  that 
view  of  that  important  situation,  which 
has  found  encouragement  in  all  States 
of  the  Union  by  the  formation  of  REA 
cooperatives  and  by  improved  conditions 
in  all  the  homes  in  the  country,  although 
they  are  not  yet  all  electrifled,  the  in¬ 
crease  since  the  inauguration  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  has  justified  the  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  Federal  Government,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  and  I  think  it  has  met  with  the 
general  approval  of  the  people,  especially 
of  the  farmers  throughout  the  country. 

In  regard  to  the  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration,  which  was  originally  known  as 
the  Resettlement  Administration  and 
then  the  Farm  Security  Administration, 
I  believe,  all  Senators  recognize  that  the 
object  was  to  make  it  possible  for  more 
American  farmers  to  own  their  own 
homes,  to  hold  out  encouragement  and 
assistance  to  tenant  farmers  to  become 
land  owners  and  home  owners.  We 
know  that  the  larger  the  proportion  of 
our  farmers  who  own  their  homes,  the 
greater  the  number  of  farmers  who  have 
a  stake  in  the  soil  which  they  cultivate. 
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the  more  stable  our  institutions  will  be. 

'  Foreign  ideologies  and  nostrums  find 
'  little  welcome  and  little  fertility  in  the 
'  soil  (rf  farmers  who  own  their  land  and 
their  homes,  and  who  cultivate  their  own 
land.  It  is  the  hopelessness  and  despair 
of  the  tenant  who,  looking  down  the  dim 
corridors  of  the  future,  can  see  no  chance 
of  owning  his  own  farm  and  his  own 
home,  that  offers  opportunity  for  insta¬ 
bility  and  insecurity,  which  is  the  feed¬ 
ing  ground  of  foreign  nostrums  of  which 
we  speak  so  much  in  this  day. 

I  want  to  express  my  own  appreciation 
I  to  the  committee  for  improving  the  situ¬ 
ation  so  far  as  the  appropriation  is  con¬ 
cerned.  I  hope  the  increases  that  have 
I  been  provided  in  the  bill  will  be  retained 
when  the  bill  goes  to  conference.  I 
want  to  thank  all  the  members  of  the 
committee  for  the  assistance  they  have 
rendered  in  that  respect. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  was,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Penalty  mail,”  on  page  4,  line  4, 
after  “(39  U.  S.  C.  321d)”,  to  strike  out 
“$3,186,000”  and  insert  “$3,486,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Research  and  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,”  on  page  4,  line  19,  after  the  nu¬ 
merals  “1946”,  to  strike  out  “$3,000,000” 
and  insert  “$2,500,000”;  in  line  20,  after 
the  amendment  just  above  stated,  to 
strike  out  “of  which  such  amount  as 
shall  be  allotable  to  Alaska  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  make  a  part  of  the 
appropriation  ‘Research  on  agricultural 
problems  of  Alaska,’  without  matching 
requirement”:  and  in  line  23,  after  the 
amendment  just  above  stated,  to  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following  proviso  “Pro¬ 
vided,  That  section  11  of  said  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act,  as  amended  by  said  act  of 
August  14,  1946,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  ‘authorized  to  be  appropriated  under 
section  9  (a)  ’  and  inserting  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  ‘appropriated  pursuant  to  section  9 
(a).’  ” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  4,  after  the  word  “act”,  to  strike  out 
“$2,500,000”  and  Insert  “3,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  toi 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  14,  after  the  numerals  “1946”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,000,000”  and  insert 
“$2,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  15,  after  the  words  “In  all”,  to  strike 
out  “$9,000,000”  and  insert  “$9,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Office  of  the  Solicitor,”  on  page 
6,  line  9,  after  the  word  “service”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,025,000”  and  insert 
“$2,225,000”,  and  in  line  17,  after  the 
word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$1,597,000” 
and  insert  “$1,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Office  of  Information — Printing 
and  binding,”  on  page  10,  line  20,  after 
the  word  “appropriated”,  to  strike  out 
“for  administering  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 


of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  608C  608d) .  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and 
binding  in  connection  therewith”  and 
Insert  “to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of 
section  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  612c) ,  as  amended,  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and 
binding  in  connection  with  the  activities 
under  section  32”;  and  on  page  11,  line 
4,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out 
“$95,300”  and  insert  “$170,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco¬ 
nomics,”  on  page  11,  line  17,  after  the 
word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$1,887,000” 
and  insert  “$2,387,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12, 
line  8  ,after  the  word  “trends”,  to  strike 
out  “$1,743,600”  and  insert  “$2,243,600.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Agricultural  Research  Admin¬ 
istration — Research  on  agricultural 
problems  of  Alaska,”  on  page  18,  after 
line  9,  to  strike  out: 

To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Territory  of  Alaska  as 
he  may  designate,  to  establish  and  maintain 
a  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agri¬ 
cultural  needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory 
of  Alaska  $144,940,  including  printing  and 
binding,  the  employment  of  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the 
construction  or  acquisition  of  necessary 
buildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to 
restrictions  of  existing  law.  In  carrying  out 
such  program  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
user  such  authorities  as  have  heretofore  been 
made  available  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experi¬ 
ment  Station  of  the  University  of  Alaska,  and 
by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  to  coop¬ 
erate  with  the  University  of  Alaska  and  with 
other  public  and  private  agencies.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be  effective 
from  and  after  the  date  of  the  enactment 
hereof,  and  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
take  such  steps  and  to  issue  such  regulations 
as  he  may  determine  to  effectuate  the  orderly 
discharge  of  his  responsibilities  hereunder. 
There  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  the  use  of  such  equipment  and  other 
facilities,  buildings,  and  grounds  of  the  Ter¬ 
ritorial  agricultural  experiment  station,  in¬ 
cluding  its  branches,  as  he  may  determine  to 
be  necessary,  other  than  any  land  in  general 
use  heretofore  for  other  university  purposes, 
and  the  Secretary  may  to  the  extent  deemed 
advisable  continue  the  employment  of  the 
existing  personnel  of  the  station.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  law,  includ¬ 
ing  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  there 
are  hereby  transferred  for  the  use  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  any  unexpended  balances  now  avail¬ 
able,  and  any  moneys  hereafter  received  for 
credit  thereto,  of  all  funds  heretofore  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  legislature  or  acquired  under 
authority  of  law  for  the  construction,  use, 
and  development  of  the  Territorial  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  station,  the  availability  of 
such  funds  to  be  unaffected  by  this  transfer. 
The  moneys  so  transferred  shall  be  available 
for  the  settlement,  in  such  manner  as  the 
Secretary  shall  direct,  of  obligations  out¬ 
standing  at  the  time  of  the  transfer. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  20,  to  strike  out: 
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to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
following  acts  relating  to  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Parnell,  Bankhead-Jones, 
and  related  acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  O.  362,  363, 
365,  368,  377,  379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act, 
the  act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C. 
369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act.  the  act  approved 
February  24,  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370, 
371,  373;  376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000;  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  act  approved  June 
29.  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427g),  $2,661,268. 
none  of  which  shall  be  available  for  Alaska; 
Hawaii,  the  act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386-386b),  extending  the  benefits 
of  certain  acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Rico,  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (70  U.  S.  C. 
386d-386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in 
all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordina¬ 
tion  of  research  with  States:  For  necessary 
expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $197,525  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  acts  ap¬ 
proved  March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928,  March  4,  1931, 
and  June  20,  1936,  and  acts  amendatory 
thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383, 
386,  386d-386f ) ;  relative  to  their  administra¬ 
tion  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agri¬ 
cultural  experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico, 
$211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe 
the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  acts,  ascertain 
whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance 
with  their  provistons,  coordinate  the  re¬ 
search  work  of  the  State  agricultural  col¬ 
leges  and  experiment  stations  in  the  lines  au¬ 
thorized  in  said  acts  with  research  of  the 
Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  re¬ 
port  thereon  to  Congress. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  21, 
after  line  14,  to  insert; 

To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such 
agencies  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
as  he  may  designate,  to  establish  and  main¬ 
tain  a  program  for  research  into  the  basic 
agricultural  needs  and  problems  of  the  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska,  $100,000,  including  printing 
and  binding,  the  employment  of  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land  and  the  construction  or 
acquisition  of  necessary  buildings  and  fa¬ 
cilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of 
existing  law.  Including  the  construction  of 
such  buildings  and  facilities  upon  land  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Territory  or  otherwise. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  22,  to  insert; 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAH,  ALASKA,  AND 
PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska, 
and  Puerto  Rico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  ad¬ 
vance,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  following  acts  relating  to  agricultural 
experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead-Jones, 
and  related  Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  C.,  362,  363, 
365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act,  the 
act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  act  approved  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.,  361,  366,  370,  371, 
373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000;  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  act  approved  June 
29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  $2,663,708; 
Hawaii,  the  act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386-386ta),  extending  the  benefits 
of  certain  acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Alaska,  the  act  approved 
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February  23.  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Territory 
of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7 
tJ.  S.  C.  369a) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the 
Adams  and  ^rnell  Acts  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $27,500;  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $42,500; 
Puerto  Rico,  the  act  approved  March  4,  1931, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extend¬ 
ing  the  benefits  of  certain  acts  of  Congress 
to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to 
States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico, 
$7,206,208. 

SALARreS  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination 
of  research  with  States:  For  necessary  ex¬ 
penses,  Including  not  to  exceed  $197,625  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  acts  approved 
March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24, 
1925,  May  16,  1928,  February  23,  1929,  March 
4,  1931,  and  June  20  1936  and  acts  amenda¬ 
tory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-383, 
386-386f),  relative  to  their  administration 
and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico, 
$211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe 
the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  acts,  ascertain 
whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance 
with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research 
work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 
experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized 
in  said  acts  with  research  of  the  Department 
In  similar  lines,  and  make  report  thereon  to 
Congress. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Animal  Industry — 
Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page  24,  line 
4,  before  the  word  “for”,  to  strike  out 
“$1,059,000”  and  insert  “$1,061,840.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
line  7,  after  the  word  “products”,  to 
strike  out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  “$11,- 
140.000”;  and  in  line  7,  after  the  amend¬ 
ment  just  above  stated,  to  strike  out  “for 
deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  as  a  working  capital  fund,  without 
fiscal  year  limitation,  to  be  designated 
as  the  ‘Meat  inspection  fund,’  which  shall 
be  available  for  all  expenses  necessary  to 
furnish  an  adequate  and  efficient  inspec¬ 
tion  or  service,  and  hereafter  every  per¬ 
son,  firm,  public  agency,  or  other  organ¬ 
ization  furnished  inspection  or  service 
under  said  laws,  including  Inspection  of 
meat  and  meat  food  products  offered  for 
import  or  export  and  the  Inspection  of 
horse  meat  and  horse  meat  products, 
shall  pay  the  United  States  therefor  in 
accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  at 
rates  and  fees  to  be  fixed  by  him,  which 
payments,  to  be  deposited  in  the  meat 
inspection  fund,  shall  provide  full  reim¬ 
bursement  for  the  estimated  cost  attribu¬ 
table  to  the  furnishing  of  such  inspection 
or  service,  including  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  investigations  and  laboratory  serv¬ 
ices;  investigations  relating  to  violations 
of,  and  authorized  exemptions  under,  the 
laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  Inspection; 
supervisory,  administrative,  statistical, 
business  management,  and  other  costs; 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  elsewhere,  without  regard  to 
section  607  of  the  Federal  Employees’ 
Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  pur¬ 
chase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  ve¬ 
hicles;  printing  and  binding,  including 
the  purchase  of  printed  tags,  labels, 


stamps,  and  certificates  as  authorized  by 
the  act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C., 
431) ;  and  other  necessary  expenses:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  require  advance  payment,  posting 
of  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  payment, 
in  order  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
United  States,  and  may  withhold  or  with¬ 
draw  such  inspection  or  service  for  non¬ 
payment  of  charges  or  fees,  or  failure  to 
provide  the  required  assurance  of  pay¬ 
ment:  Provided  further,  That  inspection 
or  other  technical  services  may  be  ren¬ 
dered  to  Government  and  other  public 
agencies,  upon  request,  under  the  terms 
and  conditions  herein  provided:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  a  schedule  of  obliga¬ 
tions  and  reimbursements  of  the  meat- 
inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close  of  the 
last  completed  fiscal  year,  and  as  esti¬ 
mated  for  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal 
years,  shall  be  included  in  the  budget  as 
submitted  to  Congress  annually:  And 
provided  further.  That  payments  shall  be 
made  for  inspection  or  service  rendered 
on  and  after  July  1,  1947.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  28, 
line  5,  after  the  word  “animals”,  to  strike 
out  “$290,000”  and  insert  “$340,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry”,  on 
page  29,  line  19,  after  the  word  “exceed”, 
to  strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert  “$540,- 
912.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils, 
and  Agricultural  Engineering — Salaries 
and  expenses”,  on  page  31,  line  20,  after 
the  word  “control”,  to  strike  out  “$359,- 
280”  and  insert  “$379,280.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  32, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “management”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,391,000”  and  insert  “$1,- 
491,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Entomology  and 
Plant  Quarantine — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”,  on  page  34,  line  3,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$692,000”  and 
insert  “$709,440.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  35, 
line  14,  after  the  numerals  “166”,  to  strike 
out  “$2,697,100”  and  insert  “$3,047,100.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition 
and  Home  Economics”,  on  page  39,  line 
15,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out 
“$381,700”  and  insert  “$305,000”,  and  in 
line  24,  after  the  word  “subject”,  to  strike 
out  “$1,045,000”  and  insert  “$800,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Forest  Service— Salaries  and 
expenses”,  on  page  40,  line  22.  after  the 
word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$1,055,378” 
and  insert  “$1,083,378.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  44, 
line  6.  after  the  word  “forests”,  to  strike 
out  “$23,764,891”  and  insert  “$24,014,891.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  45, 
line  3,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”,  to 


strike  out  “$1,000,000”  and  insert  “$1,- 
250,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  45, 
line  8,  after  “section  10”,  to  strike  out 
“$572,000”  and  insert  “$822,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Acquisition  of  lands  for  na¬ 
tional  forests,”  on  page  46,  line  19,  after 
the  numerals  “521”,  to  strike  out  “$500,- 
000”  and  insert  “$750,000”;  in  line  20, 
after  the  amendment  just  above  stated, 
to  strike  'qut  “to  be  available  only  for 
payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of 
any  lands  acquired”;  and  in  line  21,  after 
the  amendment  last  above  stated,  to  in¬ 
sert  a  semicolon  and  “the  administra¬ 
tive  cost  of  such  acquisition  to  be  met 
from  the  appropriation  ‘National  Forest 
Protection  and  Management’.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Forest  roads  and  trails,”  on 
page  47,  line  25,  after  “(1)”,  to  strike  out 
“$10,000,000”  and  insert  “$11,000,000”;  in 
line  26,  after  “(2)”,  to  strike  out  “$5,- 
300,000”  and  insert  “$8,300,000”;  on  page 
48,  line  3,  after  the  words  “in  all”,  to 
strike  out  “$15,300,000”  and  Insert  “$19,- 
300,000”;  and  in  line  4,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$100,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$109,530.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Flood  control,”  on  page  48,  line 
23,  after  the  word  “improvement”,  to 
strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert  “$1,500,- 
000”;  on  page  49,  line  5,  after  the  word 
“situated”,  to  strike  out  the  colon  and  the 
following  additional  proviso:  “Provided 
further.  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the 
fiscal  years  1947  and  1948  for  works  of 
improvement  on  individual  watersheds 
shall  be  in  the  respective  amounts  set 
forth  in  the  Department’s  Budget  justi¬ 
fications  to  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  and  shall  not  be  decreased 
except  as  may  be  necessary  by  reason  of 
a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available 
prior  year  balances.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  49, 
line  12,  after  the  amendment  Just  above 
stated,  insert  a  colon  and  the  following 
additional  proviso:  “Provided  further, 
That  $1,000,000  of  the  funds  hereby  ap¬ 
propriated  shall  be  used  to  make  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys  in 
the  watersheds  of  the  Upper  Mississippi. 
Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their 
tributaries.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Soil  Conservation  Service,”  on 
page  49,  line  22,  after  the  word  “exceed”, 
to  strike  out  “$838,500”  and  insert 
“$875,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  51, 
line  5,  after  the  word  “installations”,  to 
strike  out  “$673,000”  and  insert  “$1,- 
423,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration — Conservation  and  use  of 
agricultural  land  resources,”  on  page  52, 
after  line  4,  to  strike  out: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
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sections  7  to  71,  Inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  690g-590q),  and  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  203,  381,  and 
383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) , 
Including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia:  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the 
preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  includ¬ 
ing  such  displays  at  State,  Interstate,  and 
international  fairs  within  the  United  States: 
$165,614,290,  to  remain  available  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
and  the  act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December 
31,  1947,  inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $15,000,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other 
administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out 
such  programs,  but  not  more  than  $1,950,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  ac¬ 
count,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  payments  to  claimants 
hereunder  shall  be  made  upon  the  certificate 
of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in 
such  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
that  he  has  carried  out  the  conservation 
practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with 
all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such 
payments  and  that  the  statements  and  in¬ 
formation  contained  in  the  application  for 
payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties 
of  the  act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18 
U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further.  That  none  of 
the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  avail¬ 
able  for  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the 
Executive  order  (No.  9069)  of  February  23, 
1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  regional  Information  em¬ 
ployees  or  any  State  or  county  Information 
employees,  but  this  shall  not  preclude  the 
answering  of  Inquiries  or  supplying  of  in¬ 
formation  to  Individual  farmers:  Provided 
further.  That  no  funds  shall  be  available  for 
salaries  or  other  administrative  expenses  in 
connection  with  the  formulation  or  admin¬ 
istration  of  any  1948  program  of  soil-building 
practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation 
practices,  under  the  act  of  February  29,  1936, 
as  amended,  or  programs  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
except  those  pertaining  to  marketing  quotas 
under  the  latter  act:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  OfiBce  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said 
Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item : 
Provided  further,  That  such  amount  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers, 
lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials, 
or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making 
grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to 
aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming  practices 
approved  by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  pro¬ 
gram  under  said  act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  pay¬ 
ments  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  programs,  formulated  pursuant  to 
sections  7  to  17,  Inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended,  if  the  Secretary  determines  that, 
because  of  Induction  into  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to 
file,  or  were  prevented  from  filing,  applica¬ 
tions  for  payment  under  any  such  program 
during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri¬ 
ation  for  such  program  was  available  for 
obligation,  such  pa3rments  to  be  made  out 
of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropri¬ 


ation,  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural 
Land  Resources,”  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided 
further.  That  an  application  for  payment  on 
the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such 
farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to  payment 
in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incom- 
petency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations 
issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385) )  within  1  year 
from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31, 1947,  which¬ 
ever  is  later:  Provided  further.  That  no  part 
of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department, 
or  any  bureau,  oflice,  corporation,  or  other 
agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Depart¬ 
ment  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses 
of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of 
violating  the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  prevent 
pernicious  political  activities,”  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been 
found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  act  of  July  11,  1919  (18 
U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or  attempted 
to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits  the 
use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses 
designed  to  Influence  in  any  manner  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legis¬ 
lation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except 
upon  request  of  any  Member  or  through  the 
proper  official  channels :  Provided  further, 
That  where  farmer  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  any  State,  region,  or  area  is  not  suf¬ 
ficient  to  require  the  full  amount  of  the 
money  apportioned  thereto  any  such  sum  or 
sums  in  excess  of  such  requirement  shall  be 
reapportioned  to  States,  regions,  or  areas 
whose  original  apportionments  have  not  been 
sufficient  to  meet  such  requirements. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  590g-690q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and 
383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V), 
Including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  display  of  exhibits,  including 
such  displays  at  State,  Interstate,  and  inter¬ 
national  fairs  within  the  United  States: 
$258,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
and  the  act  of  February  26,  1936,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  1947  pro¬ 
grams  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1946,  to  December  31,  1947,  inclusive:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  $27,500,000  of  the 
total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be 
available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for 
carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the 
peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost  of 
aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to  be 
charged  to  such  limitation:  but  not  more 
than  $7,080,813  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  account,  “Administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further.  That  pay¬ 
ments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made 
upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which 
certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out 
the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and 
has  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as 
conditions  for  such  payments  and  that  the 
statements  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true, 
to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  un¬ 


der  the  penalties  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1909, 
as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80) :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  or  made  available  for  the  functions 
assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  No. 
9069,  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to 
pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional 
Information  employees  or  any  State  or  county 
information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  sup¬ 
plying  of  Information  to  individual  farmers: 
Provided  further.  That  such  amount  shall  be 
available  for  salaries  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formu¬ 
lation  and  administration  of  the  1948  pro¬ 
grams  (amounting  to  $150,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis 
of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for 
payments  and  grants  among  the  several 
States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation 
needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  the  proportion  allocated 
to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than 
15  percent  from  the  1946  distribution  and 
that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and 
water-conservation  practices,  under  the  act 
of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended:  but  the  payments  or 
grants  under  such  program  shall  be  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with 
respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are 
to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming  prac¬ 
tices  which  will  encourage  and  provide  for 
soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving 
practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective 
manner  and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  sev¬ 
eral  States,  as  determined  and  approved  by 
the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to 
section  8  (b)  of  the  ^11  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the 
respective  States:  Provided  further.  That  the 
Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from  time 
to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting 
Office  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in  au¬ 
diting  payments  under  this  item:  Provided 
further.  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available 
for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime, 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any 
soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them 
in  carrying  out  farming  practices  approved 
by  the  Secretary  in  the  1947,  1948,  and  1949 
programs  under  said  act  of  February  29,  1936, 
as  amended:  Provided  further.  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
payments  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  programs,  formulated  pursuant  to 
sections  7  to  17,  Inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended,  if  the  Secretary  determines  that, 
because  of  Induction  into  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to 
file,  or  were  prevented  from  filing,  applica¬ 
tions  for  payment  under  any  such  program 
during  the  period  the  applicable  appropria¬ 
tion  for  such  program  was  available  for 
obligation,  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of 
the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation, 
“Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land  re¬ 
sources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further. 
That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  pre¬ 
scribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or 
the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of 
death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the 
farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant  to 
section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  ed., 
1385))  within  1  year  from  the  date  of  his 
discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  De¬ 
cember  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  no  part  of  any  funds 
available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau, 
office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constitut¬ 
ing  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used 
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In  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of 
salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person  who 
has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  act  en¬ 
titled  ‘‘An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities,”  approved  August  2,  1939,  as 

amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the 
act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section 
which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  payment  of  personal  services  or 
other  expenses  designed  to  Infiuence  in  any 
manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or 
oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation  by 
Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member 
or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  61, 
after  line  2,  to  strike  out: 

NATtONAI,  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
of  June  4.  1946  (Public  Law  396),  $45,000,000: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  for  matching  funds  from 
sources  within  the  States  derived  from  the 
sale  of  lunches. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  61, 
after  line  8,  to  strike  out: 

ADMINISTHATION  OF  AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS  AND  ORDERS 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the 
Secretary  to  administer  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937  (  U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$525,300. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Mai-keting  services,”  on  page 
61,  line  16,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,211,000”  and  insert  “$2,- 
286,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  62, 
line  1,  after  the  word  “products”,  to  in¬ 
sert  “(including  broilers)  and  in  line  3, 
after  the  word  “products”,  to  strike  out 
“$1,527,500”  and  insert  “$1,566,250.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  63, 
line  13,  after  the  word  “newspapers”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,000,000”  and  insert  “$!,- 
100,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Commodity  Exchange  Author¬ 
ity.”  on  page  66,  line  12,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$141,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$153,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,”  on  page  66,  line  22,  after  the  word 
“Loans”,  to  strike  out  “For  loans  under” 
and  insert  “Title  I  and  section  43,  $20,- 
000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  67, 
line  8,  after  the  numerals  “1946”,  to 
strike  out  “$18,000,000”  and  Insert  “$24,- 
000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration,”  on  page  69,  line  17,  after  the 
word  “reports”,  to  strike  out  “$4,000,000” 
and  insert  “$5,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  69, 
line  20,  after  the  word  “thereof”,  to 


strike  out  “$225,000,000”  and  Insert 
“$250,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “General  provisions,”  on  page 
78,  after  line  9,  to  insert: 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  personal  services  under  appropria¬ 
tions  In  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum 
leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  act  of  De¬ 
cember  21,  1944  (Public  Law  525). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  78, 
line  14,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  8  to  9. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  'the 
heading  “Title  II — Government  corpora¬ 
tions,”  on  page  78,  line  22,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$1,000,- 
000”  and  insert  “$5,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  80, 
line  11,  after  the  word  “flax”,  to  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following  additional  pro¬ 
viso  :  “Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used 
to  insure  any  1948  or  subsequent  crop  ex¬ 
cept  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  633  counties 
and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  87  counties,  in 
accordance  with  section  508  (a)  (1)  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended,  and  five  additional  crops  in 
1948  under  the  provisions  of  section  508 
(a)  (2)  of  said  act,  as  amended,  includ¬ 
ing  corn  and  tobacco  in  not  to  exceed  60 
counties  each  and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed 
56  counties,  unless  otherwise  provided  by 
legislation.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  III — Reduction  in  appro¬ 
priation — Exportation  and  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  of  agricultural  commodities,” 
on  page  81,  line  7,  after  the  word  “than”, 
to  strike  out  “$40,000,000”  and  insert 
“$48,000,000”;  and  in  line  9,  after  the 
word  “act”,  to  insert  “To  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4, 
1946  (Public  Law  396),  there  is  hereby 
made  available  $75,000,000  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  by 
section  32  of  the  act  approved  August  24, 
1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)),  such  amount 
to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  percent 
limitation  containedln  said  section  32, 
and  to  be  exclusive  of  funds  expended  in 
accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of  sec¬ 
tion  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
completes  the  committee  amendments. 
Are  there  further  amendments  to  be 
offered? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  reconsideration 
of  the  vote  by  which  the  committee 
amendment  on  'page  34,  line  3,  was 
agreed  to;  so  I  may  offer  an  amendment 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore..  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  34,  line  3,  it  is  pro¬ 


posed  to  strike  out  “$709,440”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  “$758,688.” 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  for 
myself,  the  senior  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Barkley],  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  UmsteadI  I 
offer  an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  13,  line  13, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$428,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$578,000.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  after 
conferring  with  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Brooks],  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Cooper],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr, 
Cordon],  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Umstead],  it  was  the  un¬ 
derstanding  that  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,’ 
and  I  would  join  in  the  amendment, 
which  we  are  glad  to  do. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  the  amendment  which  I  offered  and 
sent  to  the  desk  carries  on  its  face  the 
names  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Umstead],  and  myself.  I  wish 
the  clerk  would  read  the  amendment,  in¬ 
cluding  the  sponsors. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  associate 
myself  in  the  offering  of  the  amendment, 
and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor¬ 
don],  and  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Umstead],  with  whom  we  have 
discussed  this  matter,  desire  to  be  asso¬ 
ciated  with  it. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  clerk  read  the  wording  of  the 
amendment  as  it  was  sent  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
wording  of  the  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Cooper  (for 
himself,  Mr.  Barkley,  Mr.  Cordon,  and  Mr. 
Umstead)  to  the  bill  H.  R.  3601,  viz,  on  page 
13,  line  13,  strike  out  ‘‘$428,000”  and  Insert  la 
its  place  ‘‘$578,000.” 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
explanatory  of  the  amendment  just 
offered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  I  am  happy  to  join  with 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  (Mr.  Barkley]  and  the  distinguished 
senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Umstead],  in  the  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of 
Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  by  $150,000, 
from  $428,000  to  $578,000, 

The  proposed  reduction  in  funds  of  the 
Office  .of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 
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would  have  required  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  surrender  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment  the  vital  Job  of  protecting  Amer¬ 
ican  farmers’  interests  in  the  forthcoming 
battle  for  our  fair  share  of  agricultural  ex¬ 
ports.  This  is  the  very  thing  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  said  it  wanted  to 
prevent. 

Practically  every  foreign  government  now 
Imposes  controls  over  trade  which  restrict 
the  chances  of  American  producers  to  export 
their  surplus  farm  products.  The  best  way 
to  remedy  this  situation  is  to  bargain  di¬ 
rectly  with  other  countries  and  to  negotiate 
in  international  conferences  and  interna¬ 
tional  organizations.  American  farmers 
need  an  export  market. 

If  this  section  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  is  made  weaker,  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  must  step  in  to  fill  the  vacuum. 
Farmers  prefer  to  be  represented  through 
their  own  Department.  Farmers  want  repre¬ 
sentation  which  knows  the  facts  on  the  world 
agricultural  situation,  and  the  domestic 
agricultural  situation.  It  is  the  only  kind 
of  representation  which  can  be  effective. 

Furthermore,  it  is  necessary  that  farmers, 
farm  organizations,  and  farm  leaders  have 
the  facts  about  competitive  production  and 
about  market  opportunities  and  market  con¬ 
ditions  abroad.  They  want  those  facts  made 
available  to  them  through  our  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

The  proposed  reduction  in  funds  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  wUl 
cripple  these  vital  services  to  American  agri¬ 
culture  at  the  very  time  when  they  are  most 
needed. 

If  this  cut  is  sustained,  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  will  no  longer  be  able  to  pro¬ 
vide  experienced  men  to  represent  farm  in¬ 
terests  in  these  mternational  negotiations, 
now  more  Important  than  ever  before. 

Furthermore,  such  representation  as  will 
remain  will  not  have  at  its  command  the 
detailed  facts  on  the  agriculture  of  other 
countries  and  the  analyses  of  the  world  agri¬ 
cultural  situation  which  are  essential  to 
success  in  the  Job  of  protecting  American 
farmers’  interests. 

And  Just  as  important,  American  farmers, 
agricultural  producers’  organizations,  and 
American  exporters  will  not  have  the  in¬ 
formation  which  they  need,  in  the  form  of 
summarized  reports  and  analyses  of  produc¬ 
tion,  competition,  and  market  opportunities 
abroad. 

This  is  particularly  true  for  my  own  State 
Kentucky,  whose  chief  crop  in  value  is 
tobacco.  Export  outlets  are  absolutely  nec¬ 
essary  for  tobacco  producers.  Already  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agriultural  Relations  has 
performed  notable  service  in  finding  new 
markets  for  Kentucky  tobacco,  and  it  looks 
forward  to  increased  aid  and  service  on  its 
part  to  the  farmers  of  the  Nation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Cooper],  for  himself  and 
other  Senators. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  a  brief  memo¬ 
randum  of  two  pages  with  reference  to 
the  services  of  the  Office  of  Foreign 
Agricultural  Rel^ons  to  the  producers 
of  tobacco  throughout  the  United  States 
in  undertaking  to  facilitate  the  securing 
of  foreign  markets  for  this  particular 
agricultural  product  throughout  the 
world,  wherever  they  are  available. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


Direct  Services  to  Tobacco  Growers  and 
Exporters 

The  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 
renders  many  services,  direct  and  indirect, 
to  tobacco  growers  and  exporters.  Three  in¬ 
stances  will  Illustrate:  the  Czechoslovakian 
loan  for  the  purchase  of  American  tobacco, 
the  Italian  loan  for  the  purchase  of  American 
tobacco,  and  the  issuance  of  licenses  for  Im¬ 
portation  of  American  tobacco  into  China. 

THE  CZECHOSLOVAKIAN  LOAN  FOR  THE  PURCHASE 
OP  UNITED  STATES  LEAP  TOBACCO 

Reports  from  the  American  Embassy, 
Praha,  Czechoslovakia,  indicated  that  the 
tobacco  monopoly  of  that  country  wished 
to  purchase  American  leaf  tobacco  for  the 
manufacture  of  American-type  blended  ciga¬ 
rettes  and  other  products.  The  Office  of 
Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  supplied  in¬ 
formation  regarding  our  tobacco  to  the 
Czechoslovak  Embassy  which  led  to  a  loan 
by  the  Export-Import  Bank  to  the  Czecho¬ 
slovak  Government  of  $2,000,000  in  September 
1946.  Since  that  time  we  have  shipped  to 
Czechoslovakia  more  than  4,000,000  pounds 
of  tobacco  made  up  as  follows:  Burley  1,534,- 
000  pounds,  fiue-cured  1,938,000  pounds,  Vir¬ 
ginia  fire-cured  559,000  pounds,  and  cigar 
52,000  pounds.  This  is  the  largest  amount 
of  tobacco  ever  shipped  to  that  country  in  1 
year.  But  for  the  recent  unfortunate  cir¬ 
cumstances,  a  profitable  market  would  have 
been  established  for  American  tobacco  in 
Czechoslovakia.  It  may  yet  result  if  condi¬ 
tions  again  become  favorable  to  trade  rela¬ 
tions  with  that  country. 

THE  ITALIAN  LOAN  FOR  THE  PURCHASE  OF  UNITED 
STATES  LEAF  TOBACCO 

Report  No.  312  of  November  30,  1945,  from 
the  American  Embassy  at  Rome  gave  a  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  the  tobacco  situation  in 
Italy.  It  was  noted  that  stocks  of  leaf  tobac¬ 
co  on  June  30,  1945,  amounted  to  only  44,600,- 
000  pounds  as  compared  with  244,500.000 
pounds  on  the  same  date  in  1939.  This 
Indicated  a  serious  shortage  of  tobacco  and 
the  need  for  additional  supplies.  The  United 
States  at  one  time  had  supplied  Italy  with 
the  bulk  of  its  requirements  and  it  was 
thought  that  the  situation  might  lead  to  the 
reestablishement  of  trade  with  that  country. 

The  Office  arranged  for  a  conference  with 
the  commercial  counselor  the  Italian 
Embassy  and  the  situation  was  discussed. 
It  was  found  that  the  Italian  Monopoly 
wished  to  purchase  tobacco  in  this  countiy 
but  had  insufficient  dollars  for  this  purpose. 
After  several  conferences  between  officials  of 
the  Embassy  and  this  office,  the  Italian  to¬ 
bacco  monopoly  decided  to  apply  to  the  Ex¬ 
port-Import  Bank  for  a  loan  to  purchase 
tobacco.  At  this  point  it  was  thought  best 
to  place  further  negotiations  in  the  hands 
of  the  trade,  and  a  conference  was  arranged 
for  the  Export  Committee  of  the  Tobacco 
Association  of  the  United  States  to  discuss 
the  matter  with  officials  of  the  Italian  Em¬ 
bassy.  The  conference  took  place  on  July  12, 
1946,  and  there  were  several  subsequent  con¬ 
ferences.  The  final  result  was  a  loan  by  the 
Export-Import  Bank  of  $5,000,000  to  the  Ital; 
Ian  tobacco  monopoly  for  the  piu'chase'  of 
American  tobacco. 

Through  May  of  this  year  we  had  exported 
to  Italy  7,632,000  pounds  of  tobacco  made  up 
as  follows:  Burley  5,528,000  pounds,  fire- 
cured  1,471,000  pounds,  fiue-cured  630,000 
pounds,  and  black  fat  (a  processed  tobacco) 
3,287  pounds.  The  tobacco  trade  between 
the  United  States  and  Italy  was  thereby  re¬ 
established,  and  it  is  expected  that  Italy 
will  continue  to  be  a  market  of  importance 
for  our  tobacco. 

THE  CHINESE  SITUATION 

The  Chinese  Government  was,  and  still  Is, 
short  of  dollar  exchange  when  hostilities 
with  Japan  ceased.  The  Government  of 


China  decided  that  certain  goods  and  com¬ 
modities.  absolute  essentials,  could  be  im¬ 
ported  freely;  certain  others,  nonessentials 
and  luxuries,  were  prohibited;  and  a  third 
class.  Including  leaf  tobacco,  could  be  im¬ 
ported  only  by  permit  and  that  permits 
would  be  allocated. 

This  action  by  the  Chinese  Government  was 
condemned  by  flue-cured  tobacco  growers 
and  exporters.  They  passed  several  strongly 
worded  resolutions  and  wrote  letters  of  pro¬ 
test  to  Members  of  Congress.  This  office  was 
requested  to  call  a  conference  of  growers 
and  exporters  to  discuss  the  situation.  A 
conference  was  called  by  a  farm  organization 
(North  Carolina  State  Grange)  for  April  17, 
1946. 

The  situation  in  China  was  explained  as 
regards  both  the  financial  situation  and  the 
basis  to  be  used  in  allocating  licenses  for 
the  imports  of  leaf  tobacco.  Tobacco  grow¬ 
ers  and  exporters  were  advised  to  wait  until 
licenses  were  allocated  before  taking  any 
definite  action,  as  until  licenses  were  issued 
there  was  no  basis  for  a  protest.  They  agreed 
to  this  procedure,  but  drafted  resolutions 
which  were  forwarded  to  the  Department  of 
State.  That  Department  cabled  the  United 
States  officials  in  China  certain  views  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  resolutions  sent  to  the  State 
Department. 

On  June  13,  1947,  the  Department  of  State 
received  from  Shanghai,  China,  a  cable  which 
stated! 

“All  American  dealers  leaf  tobacco  here 
have  received  authorization  to  Import  quan¬ 
tities  and  values  of  American  leaf  tobacco  as 
applied  for  covering  March-September, 
7  months’  period.” 

It,  therefore,  paid  to  wait  out  the  situa¬ 
tion  rather  than  lodge  formal  complaint 
before  we  had  full  Informatlqn.  Exports  to 
China  in  1946  amoimted  to  72,900;000  pounds. 

The  statement  has  been  made  that  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  is 
tied  too  closely  to  the  Department  of  State. 
The  instances  cited  indicate  that  close  co¬ 
operation  between  the  two  agencies  is  desir¬ 
able. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  offer  an  amendment,  on  page  6,  to 
strike  out  the  proyiso  which  reads: 
Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  available  for  work  relating 
to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof. 

I  will  say  very  briefly  that  this  provi¬ 
sion,  which  was  put  into  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  this  year,  would  eliminate  the 
opportunity  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
the  act  of  1946  to  treat  fish  and  shell¬ 
fish  as  agricultural  products  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transportation  rates,  and  mat¬ 
ters  of  that  kind.  There  is  nff  money 
involved.  The  striking  out  of  the  lan¬ 
guage  would  simply  allow  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  include  fish  and 
shellfish  as  agricultural  products  in 
connection  with  rates  on  the  railroads 
and  similar  matters.  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  will  be  able  to  accept 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  we  had 
no  testimony  on  this  item.  It  was  not 
mentioned,  and  we  did  not  know  there 
would  be  any  controversy  about  it.  I 
will  accept  the  amendment,  with  the 
understanding  that  it  has  to  do  only  with 
giving  fish  and  shellfish  the  benefit  of 
freight  rates.  If  however  it  will  include 
fish  and  shellfish  as  a  part  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  support  prices  for  agriculture, 
I  shall  certainly  object,  if  I  find  that  to 
be  a  fact  in  conference. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  do  not  understand  that  to  be  the  situ¬ 
ation,  and  if  there  is  anything  of  that 
character,  I  agree  with  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment.  If 
there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be 
proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  engross¬ 
ment  of  the  amendments  and  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend¬ 
ments  and  request  a  conference  with 
the  House  of  Representatives  thereon, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr. 
Brooks,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Reed,  Mr. 
Bushfield,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Hayden, 
and  Mr.  Tydinos  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate.  . 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  just  passed  an  appropriation  bill 
containing  appropriations  which  exceed 
those  of  last  year  by  a  little  more  than 
$20,000,000.  I  shall  not  make  any  ex¬ 
tended  remarks  at  this  time.  However, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  number  of  tables  which 
show  the  distribution  of  some  of  these 
funds  during  the  past  12  months. 

The  first  is  a  table  which  shows  the 
distribution  by  States  in  connection  with 
the  wool  program.  This  chart  is  based 
upon  a  loss  of  10  cents  a  pound,  which 
was  estimated  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  It  shows  how  much  each 
State  will  contribute  toward  the  payment 
of  this  bill,  and  also  how  much  each 
State  will  receive.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  table  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
followsi 

Re  Senate  bill  814,  to  provide  support  for 
wool,  to  continue  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  as  an  agency  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,  based  on  loss  of 
10  cents  per  pound 


Proportional  part  of— 


Amount  to 


Amount  to 


be  paid 


be  received 


Alabama _ 

Arizona . 

Arkansas _ 

California... 

Colorado _ 

Connecticut. 

Delaware... 

Florida . 

Georgia _ 

Idaho . 

Illinois _ 

Indiana . 

Iowa.. . 

Kansas . 

Kentucky... 
Louisiana... 
Maine _ 


$188,  800 
60,800 
80,000 
2, 602, 400 
192, 000 
553,  600 
316,  800 
310,  400 
320,  000 
48,000 
2,  800,  000 
723,  200 
252,  800 
307,  200 
660,  000 
272,  000 
105,  600 


$11.  300 

352. 100 
35,  600 

2,  040,  800 
1,  337,  200 
3, 600 
1,300 
6,100 
6,000 
1, 182,  500 
518,  900 
364,  800 
855,  700 

513. 100 
434,  200 

71,  900 
20,500 


Re  Senate  bill  814,  to  provide  support  for 
wool,  to  continue  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  as  an  agency  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,  based  on  loss  of 
10  cents  per  pound — Continued 


Proportional  part  of— 


Amount  to 


Amount  to 


be  paid 


be  received 


Maryland . 

Massachusetts.. 

Michigan . . 

Minnesota _ 

Mississippi . . 

Missouri . 

Montana . 

Nebraska . . 

Nevada _ 

New  Hampshire. 

New  .Tcrsey _ 

New  Mexico _ 

New  York _ 

North  Carolina.. 
North  Dakota... 

Ohio _ 

Oklahoma . 

Oregon... . 

Pennsylvania... 
Rhode  Island... 
South  C^olina.. 
South  Dakota.... 

Tennessee. . 

Texas _ 

Utah . . 

Vermont . . 

Virginia...-. _ 

Washington . . 

West  Virginia _ 

Wisconsin _ 

Wyoming . . 


$569,  600 
1, 145,  600 
1,  555,  200 
473,  600 
73,  600 
860,  800 
48,000 
220,  800 
28,800 
60,  800 

1,  004,  800 

35,  200 
6,  412,  800 
864,  000 
35,  200 
r,  044,  800 
230,  400 
217,  600 

2,  531,  200 
179,  200 
144,  000 

35,  200 
256,  000 
848,000 
64,  000 
35,  200 
695,  200 
428,  800 
153,600 
665,  600 
25,600 


$28, 100 
4,200 
,500, 100 
701,  500 
19,  400 
861,  900 

2,  .395,  800 
272,  400 
454,  000 

4.800 

3.800 

1,  379,  700 
170,400 

22,  400 
622,  600 

1, 195,  600 
185, 100 
838,  700 
209,  500 
1,  200 
2,000 

1, 108,  700 
179,  000 

7.915.100 

1.790.100 

10,200 

153,  500 
343,  800 
166,  800 
242,600 

2,  563, 100 


Total. 


31,596,800 


32, 101, 700 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  have  a  table  showing  the  distribu¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  the  school- lunch 


program,  of  the  $55,000,000  which  was 
distributed  among  the  States  last  year. 
This  table  is  broken  down  by  States.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  it 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Re  Public  Law  396,  79th  Cong.,  school-lunch 
program — Table  showing  the  amount  con¬ 
tributed  by  each  State  toward  the  school- 
lunch  program  (according  to  Federal 
income-tax  percentages),  and  the  amount 
apportioned  to  each  State  by  the  Federal 
Government  for  this  program,  for  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1946 


State 

Proportional  part  of— 

Increase 

or 

decrease 

Amount 

paid 

Amount 

received 

Alabama . . 

$324,  500 

$1, 996, 954 

Increase. 

Arizona . 

104,500 

309, 976 

Do. 

Arkansas _ 

137,  500 

1,361,384 

Do. 

California . 

4, 576, 000 

2, 182,  698 

Decrease. 

•Colorado . . 

330, 000 

•381,089 

Increase. 

Connecticut . 

961,  .500 

327,  070 

Decrease. 

Delaware _ _ 

544,  500 

207,  700 

Do. 

Florida . . 

533^500 

1,203,  813 

Increase. 

Georgia . 

550,  000 

2,  787,  875 

Do. 

Idaho . 

82,  500 

279,  219 

Do. 

Illinois . 

4,  812,  500 

2,  713,  592 

Decrease. 

Indiana . . 

1,  243,  000 

1, 173,  258 

Do. 

Iowa . . 

434,  600 

855,413 

Increase.' 

Kansas. . . 

528,  000 

541,  786 

Do. 

Kentucky . 

962,  500 

1,  385,  763 

Do. 

Louisiana.. . 

467,  600 

1, 872,  104 

Do. 

Maine _ 

181,  500 

260,  476 

Do. 

Maryland _ 

979,  000 

364,  851 

Decrease. 

Massachusetts.... 

1, 969, 000 

1, 099, 187 

Do. 

Michigan _ 

2, 673, 000 

1, 658,  016 

Do. 

Minnesota . 

814, 000 

1, 185, 193 

Increase 

Mississippi  . 

126,  500 

1, 240,  235 

Do. 

Missouri _ 

1, 479,  500 

1,  641,  796 

Do. 

Montana . 

82,  500 

193,  237 

Do. 

Nebraska . 

379,  500 

256,  318 

Decrease. 

Nevada.. . 

49,500 

60,  525 

Increase. 

New  Hampshire.. 

104,  500 

115,  791 

Do. 

New  Jersey . 

1,  727,  000 

986, 189 

Decrease. 

New  Mexico . 

60,500 

271,  872 

Increasd. 

Re  Public  Law  396,  79th  Cong.,  school-lunch 
program — Continued 


Proportional  part  of— 

Increase 

State 

Amount 

paid 

Amount 

received 

or 

decrease 

New  York  ... 

$11, 022,  CCO 

$4, 018, 877 
2, 957, 399 

Decrease. 

Increase. 

North  Carolina... 

1,485;  000 

North  Dakota _ 

60,  500 

169,  220 

Do. 

Ohio . 

3, 514, 500 

2,  269,  988 

Decrease. 

Oklahoma _  .. 

396,  000 

1,418,  010 

Increase. 

Oregon . . 

374,  000 

484,864 

Do. 

Pennsylvania . 

4,350,500 

1,158,441 

Decrease. 

Rhode  Island . 

308,  000 

202,  217 

Do. 

South  Carolina... 

247,  500 

2, 128,  789 

Increase. 

South  Dakota _ 

00,  500 

198,  510 

Do. 

Tennessee . 

440,  000 

2,241,273 

Do. 

Texas _ _ 

1,4.57,  500 

3,  544,115 

Do. 

Utah.. . 

no,  000 

353,  268 

Do. 

Vermont _ _ 

60.  ,500 

128,  291 

Do. 

Virginia _ 

1,  023,  000 

1,  216,  214 

Do. 

Washington _ 

737,  000 

830, 383- 

Do. 

West  Virginia _ 

264,  000 

1,117,564 

Do. 

Wisconsin _ 

1, 144,  000 

956,  942 

Decrease. 

Wyoming . . 

44,  000 

180,  932 

Increase. 

Total . 

54, 307, 000 

54,388, 677 

Note.— The  round  figure  of  $55,000,000  was  used  to 
compute  the  figures  in  column  1.  Column  1  would  equal 
this  $55,000,000  if  the  District  of  Columbia  tax  percent¬ 
age  was  included. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  also  have  a  table 
showing  the  distribution  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  conservation  payments  by  States. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  table 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Re  agricultural  conservation  program  (pay¬ 
ments) — Appropriation:  Conservation  and 
use  of  agricultural  land  resources,  fiscal 
year  1946 — Table  showing  amount  of  each 
State’s  contribution  to  the  subject  appro¬ 
priation  (according  to  Federal  income-tax 
percentages)  and  the  amount  of  payments 
received  by  each  State  under  subject 
appropriation 


State 


Proportional  part  of— 


Amount 


Amount 


Increase  or 
decrease 


contributed 


received 


Alabama...^ _ 

Arizona . .' _ 

Arkansas... . 

California _ 

Colorado . 

Connecticut _ 

Delaware . 

Florida _ 

Georgia..... . 

Idaho . 

Illinois . 

Indiana . 

Iowa . 

Kansas . 

Kentucky . 

Louisiana . 

Maine.. . . 

Maryland. . 

Massachusetts _ 

Michigan . 

Minnesota . 

Mississippi . 

Missouri _ 

Montana _ 

Nebraska . . 

Nevada . 

New  Hampshire.. 

New  Jersey _ 

New  Mexico _ 

New  York _ 

North  Carolina... 

North  Dakota _ 

Ohio.. _ _ 

Oklahoma . 

Oregon. . . 

Pennsylvania . 

Rhode  Island _ 

South  Carolina... 
South  Dakota.... 

Tennessee . 

Texas _ _ 

Utah. _ _ 

Vermont . . 

Virginia . . 


481,  693 
633,  807 
21,093, 113 
1,521,138 
4, 385,  947 
2,  509,  877 
2,459,173 
2,  535,  230 
380,  284 
22, 183,  262 
5,729,  619 
2,  002,  831 
2,  433,  820 
4, 436,  652 

2,  154,  945 
836,  625 

4,  512,  709 
9,  076,  123 
12,  321,  217 

3,  752,  140 
583, 102 

6,  819,  768 
380,  284 

1,  749,  308 
228, 170 
481,  693 

7,  960,  622 
278,  81^ 

50, 806,  m 
6,  845,  121 
278,  875 
16,  200, 119 
1,  825;  365 
1,  723,  956 
20,  053,  669 
1,  419,  728 
1,  140,  853 
278,  875 
2,028,  184 
6,  718,  359 
507,  046 
278,  875 

4,  715,  527 


$4,  538,  000 
1,283,000 
4, 065,  OOO 
8, 340, 000 

4,  495, 000 
511,000 
657,  000 

2, 093,  000 
4, 442,  000 
2,322,000 
10, 745, 000 
6,  683,  000 
14,  626,  000 
7, 967,  000 
9,  944,  000 
2,  640,  000 
883,000 
2, 100,  000 
784,  000 
6,  550,  000 
14,  528,  000 

5,  082,  000 
9,  144,  000 

6,  249,  000 

7,  719,  000 
324,  000 
339,  000 

1,279,000 
2, 946,  000 
6,  681,  000 

5,  665,  000 
13, 121,  000 

7, 187,  000 

6,  593,  000 
2,  763,  000 
6, 950,  000 

87,000 
2,339,000 
6, 369,  000 

7,  947,  000 
19,  988,  000 

1, 173,  000 
1,027,000 
4,  804,  000 


-|-$3,  042,  215 
+801,307 
+3,  43i;  193 
-12,753,113 
+2, 973, 862 
-3, 874, 947 
-1,852,877 
-366, 173 
+1,906,770 
+1,941,716 
-11,438,262 
+963, 381 
+  12,  623, 109 
+5,  533, 180 
+5,  507,  348 
+485, 055 
+46,  375 
-2,  412,  709 
-8,  292,  123 
-5,  771,  217 
+10,  775, 860 
+4,  498,  898 
+2,  324,  232 
+5,  868,  716 
+6,  969,  692 
+95,  830 
-142,  693 
-6,  681,  622 
+2,  667,  125 
-44,  125, 009 
-1, 190,  121 
+12,  842, 125 
-9,  013, 119 
+4,  767,  635 
+1, 039,  044 
-14,103,  669 
-1,  .332,  728 
+1, 198, 147 
+6,  090,  125 
+5,  918,  816 
+13,  269,  641 
+665,  954 
+748,  125 
+88,  473 
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Re  agricultural  conservation  program  (pay¬ 
ments  )  — Continued 


state 

Proportional  part  of— 

Increase  or 
decrease 

Amount 

contributed 

Amount 

received 

Washington _ 

West  Virginia _ 

Wisconsin . 

Wyoming . 

Total . 

$.3,  397,  208 
1,  216,  910 
6,  273,  278 
202, 818 

$3, 478, 000 
1,  974,  000 
9,  749,  000 
2, 138,  000 

+$80,  792 
+757,  090 
+4,  475,  722 
+1,935,  182 

250, 328,  587 

1253,523,000 

>  IncludinK  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  naval 
stores— not  listed. 


Note. — If  the  District  of  Columbia  tax  percentage  was 
included  and  the  figures  carried  out  to  dollars  and  cents, 
total  of  column  1  would  equal  $253,523,000.  (District  of 
C  olumbia  percentage— $3, 194,389.80;  centsnot  included— 
$23.20.) 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  an 
analysis  of  these  tables  will  explain  why 
certain  States  must  insist  upon  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  these  programs.  The  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  programs 
are  not  included  in  the  tables. 

I  realize  that  it  is  useless  to  criticize 
the  increase  in  appropriations  at  this 
time,  but  I  wish  to  let  the  people  of  the 
various  States  know  how  they  fare  in 
these  programs.  Perhaps  with  this 
knowledge  we  can  approach  appropria¬ 
tion  bills  with  more  caution  another 
year. 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION— REFER¬ 
ENCE  OF  NOMINATION  OP  BURTON  N. 

BEHLING 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Un¬ 
der  the  order  of  the  Senate,  the  Senate 
is  now  bound  to  consider  the  controversy 
between  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce.  However,  the  Chair 
doubts  whether  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  White]  and  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Revercomb]  are  prepared 
to  go  forward. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  re¬ 
luctant  to  go  forward  at  this  time.  Cer¬ 
tainly  I  would  not  wish  to  do  so  in  the 
absence  of  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

TRUSTEESHIP  AGREEMENT  FOR  THE  TER¬ 
RITORY  OF  THE  PACIFIC  ISLANDS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Be¬ 
fore  the  Senator  makes  a  motion  to  ad¬ 
journ  or  recess,  the  Chair  suggests  that 
he  would  like  very  much,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  if  he  might  be  permitted  to 
clear  up  the  trusteeship  agreement 
problem,  because  the  Chair  is  very  sure 
that  it  can  be  done  in  10  minutes. 

Is  there  objection  to  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
233,  Calendar  No.  526,  which  unani¬ 
mously  passed  the  House?  The  joint 
resolution  relates  to  trusteeship  agree¬ 
ments. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  (H.  J.  Res.  233),  authorizing  the 
President  to  approve  the  trusteeship 
agreement  for  the  Territory  of  the  Pa¬ 
cific  Islands. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
joint  resolution  will  be  stated  by  title  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  233)  authorizing  the  Presi¬ 


dent  to  approve  the  trusteeship  agree¬ 
ment  for  the  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cain 
in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  is  recognized. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  make  a  very  brief  statement  re¬ 
garding  the  joint  resolution. 

The  Security  Council  of  the  United 
Nations  has  unanimously  agreed  to  this 
trusteeship  agreement,  on  the  basis  of 
recognizing  the  ex-mandated  Japanese 
islands  in  the  Pacific  as  strategic  areas. 
It  is  the  only  strategic  trusteeship  which 
the  Security  Council  has  developed.  It 
applies,  as  the  Senate  knows,  to  the  98 
ex-mandated  Japanese  islands.  The 
House  of  Representatives  has  unani¬ 
mously  passed  the  joint  resolution.  The 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  has 
unanimously  approved  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion.  However,  before  it  did  so,  it  called 
before  it  for  categorical  cross-examina¬ 
tion  the  five  men  who  are  most  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  national  security,  namely. 
Secretary  of  State  Marshall,  Secretary  of 
War  Patterson,  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Forrestal,  General  Eisenhower,  and  Ad¬ 
miral  Nimitz. 

I  say  to  my  colleagues  that  each  of 
these  five  officers  of  the  Government, 
representing  the  top  responsibility  for 
national  security,  categorically  says  that 
the  national  security  is  amply  and  ade¬ 
quately  protected  under  the  strategic 
agreement;  and  each  of  the  five  cate¬ 
gorically  recommends  passage  of  the 
joint  resolution  in  the  name  of  national 
security. 

Under  all  these  circumstances,  I  am 
sure  there  ceases  to  be  the  slightest  con¬ 
troversy,  and  I  hope  that  the  House  joint 
resolution  may  pass,  and  that  the  Senate 
joint  resolution  may  be  indefinitely  post¬ 
poned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  third  reading  and  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  143  is 
indefinitely  postponed.  , 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION— REFER¬ 
ENCE  OP  NOMINATION  OF  BIHITON  N. 

BEHLING 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Senate 
Executive  Resolution  52  will  be  read  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  was  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  discharged  from 
the  fur(;her  consideration  of  the  nomination 
of  Burton  N.  Behling,  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  for  the  term  expiring  June  22, 
1952,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  address  the  Senate  briefly 
on  a  bill  which  I  introduced  earlier  in  the 
day,  dealing  with  the  disposition  of  our 
ex-Presidents. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr,  BREWSTER.  I  yield. 


Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  been  engaged  in 
conversation,  and  I  did  not  hear  what 
the  Senator  said.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Maine  undertaking  to  obtain  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  measure  which  he  introduced 
earlier  in  the  day? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  No.  I  intended  to 
speak  about  it,  to  elucidate  the  reasons 
why  I  am  interested  in  it. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  am 
I  to  understand  that  the  pending  busi¬ 
ness  is  the  resolution  to  discharge  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  from  further 
consideration  of  the  nomination  of  Bur¬ 
ton  N.  Behling? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Will  that  be  the 
pending  business  when  the  Senate  con¬ 
venes  tomorrow? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
will  be  determined  by  whether  or  not  the 
resolution  is  disposed  of  prior  to  the  close 
of  business  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Will  it  not  also  depend  on 
whether  the  Senate  recesses  or  adjourns? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senate  adjourn,  the  pending  business 
will  be  the  order  of  business  at  the  close 
of  the  morning  hour. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  mo¬ 
tion  to  go  into  executive  session  would 
be  in  order  at  any  time,  for  the  reason 
that  it  is  a  privileged  motion. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  the  Chair  and  to  all  Senators  who 
may  be  interested  that  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Revercomb]  and  I 
are  equally  anxious  to  proceed  with  this 
question  to  the  earliest  possible  determi¬ 
nation.  I  shall  rest  comfortably  in  the 
belief  that  a  motion  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  resolution  tomorrow 
will  be  acted  upon  favorably,  and  that 
we  can  move  forward  from  then  on  to  a 
conclusion. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
heartily  join  in  the  expressed  wish  that 
we  proceed  promptly.  I  may  say  fur¬ 
ther  that,  because  this  matter  has  been 
delayed  so  long — not  through  the  fault 
of  the  Senator  from  Maine  or  myself,  but 
because  of  important  business  pending 
from  day  to  day  before  the  Senate — we 
have  reached  the  point  where  action 
must  be  taken.  Unless  we  can  dispose 
of  the  question,  since  the  nomination  is 
before  the  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
I  shall  be  impelled,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  to  give  notice  of  a  hearing  upon 
the  nomination.  For  that  reason,  I  think 
the  question  of  jurisdiction  should  be 
determined  just  as  early  as  possible,  and 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
my  understanding  that  there  will  be  a 
motion  to  adjourn  and  that  after  the 
morning  hour  this  matter  will  be  taken 
up.  I  am  speaking  this  evening  only 
because  it  was  my  understanding  that 
the  two  Senators  immediately  concerned 
would  prefer  to  take  the  matter  up  in 
the  morning  rather  than  try  to  conclude 
it  tonight.  That  was  my  only  reason  for 
seeking  the  floor. 
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Mr.  REVEBCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  that  the  Senator  from  Maine 
proceed,  but  I  am  ready  to  proceed  at 
any  time,  . and  should  like  to  dispose  of 
the  matter  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  have  spoken  with 
my  colleague  senior  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  White],  and  he  felt  that  it 
would  unduly  delay  the  Senate,  since  we 
have  been  in  late  session  for  several  days. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB,  Undoubtedly,  we 
would  not  conclude  it\his  afternoon,  un- 
Igss  we  hold  a  very  late  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  mo¬ 
tion  to  go  into  executive  session  is  in 
order  at  any  time,  whether  it  be  later 
this  afternoon  or  tomorrow  morning. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,',  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield  to  the., Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  talked  with  the 
majority  leader  and  also  with  sever af 
other  Members.  I  am  hoping  that  the' 
majority  leader  will  give  notice  that  if 
convenient  the  calendar  will  be  called 
tomorrow  for  the  consideration  of  all 
measures  reported  after  July  3,  when  the 
calendar  was  last  called,  because  bills  are 
coming  in  now  en  masse.  I  think  it  will 
not  take  very  long  to  dispose  of  the  bills 
which  are  not  in  controversy. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
President  yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  the  first  order  of 
business  is  the  passage  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bills.  Government  employees  are 
going  without  their  salaries,  and  the  bills 
are  long  past  due.  We  should  consider 
those  bills  as  rapidly  as  they  are  reported 
to  the  Senate.  I  have  no  doubt  that  we 
can  reach  a  point  in  the  consideration  of 
the  appropriation  bills  when  the  calendar 
can  be  called,  but  I  think  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bills  should  h^ve  first  priority. 

Mr.  WHITE.  In  connection  with 
what  the  Senator  from  Ohio  has  said, 
notice  should  be  given  before  there  is  a 
call  of  the  calendar.  I  agree  that  the 
pendency  of  appropriation  bills  is  of  such 
transcendent  importance  that  they 
should  not  be  shunted  aside  except  iof 
reasons  of  the  greatest  importance. 

Mr.  TAFT.  If  agreeable  to  the  Sta¬ 
tor,  I  think  probably  by  Wednesd^  we 
can  call  the  calendar. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Will  the  Senat^  yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  It  was  not>ftiy  idea  to 
interfere  with  the  regular /Hder.  If  we 
had  not  had  notice  th^  the  Senator 
from  Maine  had  a  speech  in  his  system 
we  could  have  cleared  it  up  in  20  minutes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  thi^k  it  would  take  a 
couple  of  hours.  / 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
object  to  any  intimation  that  the  Senator 
from  Maine  h^  delayed  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WIL^.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  It  is  utterly  impos¬ 
sible  to  mhceed  without  a  quorum  call, 
and  I  ^  sure  there  will  be  some  diffi¬ 
culty  in  getting  a  quorum  without  any 
previous  notice.  So  I  hope  the  Sena- 
tor*^ill  withdraw  the  suggestion  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Maine  is  responsible 
for  the  calendar  not  now  being  called. 


Mr.  WILEY.  Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  sure,  the  Senator 
misinterpreted  by  remark.  I  probably 
spoke  too  fast.  1  said  that  if  the  Senator 
had  not  had  a  speech  in  his  system,  and 
notice  had  been  given,  we  might  easily 
conclude  the  call  of  the  calendar  in  20 
minutes. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  The  Senator  makes 
me  think  of  the  gentleman  who  said 
that  if  he  had  some  bread  he  could  have 
a  ham  sandwich  if  he  had  some  ham. 
DESIGNATION  OP  EX-PRESIDENTS  AS 
SENATORS  AT  LARGE 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
suppose  we  find  no  complaint  more  fre¬ 
quently  expressed  in  executive  and  leg¬ 
islative  offices  than  that  concerning  our 
Inability  to  keep  experienced  men  in 
Government. 

Despite  the  inducements  Government 
offers,  men  who  attain  the  caliber  to 
administer  and  to  advise  wisely,  shortly 
find  the  inducements  of  private  enter¬ 
prise  in  this  free  economy  of  our  so  at¬ 
tractive  that  they  abandon  public  office 
■&nd  leave  their  places  to  be  filled  b^ 
uWerstudies.  Hence  we  find  our 
miAistrators,  counsellors,  and  pqflse- 
cuto?s  too  often  men  who  lack  exp^ence 
and  n^urity  of  judgment.  Gov^ment 
service  Incomes  the  preparatopf  school, 
or  the  stuping  stone  for  ouiyiaw  firms 
and  businefe  houses. 

There  is  n^,full  remed^or  this  situ¬ 
ation.  So  lon^as  the  pr^t  motive  pre¬ 
vails,  and  our  v^ole  eotmomic  structure 
rightly  builds  upm  that  urge,  we  shall 
continue  to  see  oi^most  capable  men 
seek  the  less  tumu^^kus  and  better-paid 
life  of  business  and  th^professions.  We 
can  remedy  thi^in  part  tmly  by  increas¬ 
ing  the  attr^tiveness  Government 
service  thrc^gh  better  sallies,  greater 
assuranceyof  security,  and  ^re  liberal 
retiremew  provisions.  Cc^iderable 
progre^has  been  made  along  tn^e  lines 
in  re9)6ht  years,  but  at  one  point  v^have 
beep^  sacrificing  needlessly  men  wh^are 
by/all  odds  equipped  to  render  our  C^- 
^nment  a  service  beyond  that  of  ^ 
('others.  I  speak  of  the  highly  extravaN 
gant  and  singularly  ruthless  abandon¬ 
ment  of  the  men  who  have  served  this 
Nation  in  the  highest  office  of  the  land. 

History  records  some  very  tragic  per¬ 
sonal  consequences  of  this  oversight. 
Numbers  of  the  men  who  have  served  as 
President  have  ended  their  years  in 
financial  distress,  and  a  few  in  abject 
poverty.  It  seems  a  paradox  that  the 
man  endorsed  by  the  electorate  to  bear 
the  gravest  responsibilities  for  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  welfare  should  suddenly  find  him¬ 
self  completely  removed  from  the  in¬ 
tense  activity  of  the  Presidency,  shorn  of 
all  his  power  and  authority,  and  without 
even  a  forum  within  which  he  may  feel 
free  to  speak. 

Rutherford  B.  Hayes  described  the  sit¬ 
uation  in  which  an  ex-President  finds 
himself  in  these  words: 

There  Is  no  place  in  the  United  States  for 
an  ex-President.  If  I  could  go  into  any  of 
the  great  business  enterprises  of  the  country, 

1  would  hardly  fit,  and  the  country  would 
not  think  it  proper,  so  I  am  devoting  my 
life  to  delivering  lectures  before  schools, 
academies  and  colleges. 


This  situation  lends  itself  to  a  very/ 
simple  and,  in  my  opinion,  a  very  proper 
solution.  I  have  today  Introduced  a  bill 
to  create  an  office  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  our  ex-Presidents. 
My  bill  gives  the  title  of  this  office  “Sen- 

Q+rty*  of  T  f» 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  am. happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  should  like  to  call 
the  Senator’s  attention  to  a  provision 
of  the  Constitution  which  I  think  makes 
it  impracticable  for  the  Senator  to  ac¬ 
complish  that  which  he  Is  proposing. 
Section  3  of  article  I  of  the  Constitution 
provides : 

The  Sena^  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
composed  .of  two  Senators  from  each 
State,  *  A  *  and  each  Senator  shall  have 
one  votdff 

If  ]/e  create  another  office  of  Senator 
it  ^uld  seem  to  me  that  it  would  be  in 
vtdiation  of  that  section  of  the  Constitu- 
m. 

I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  Senator’s 
time  unless  he  is  interested. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  am  quite  inter¬ 
ested. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Constitution 
also  provides  for  amendment  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution,  and  says  that  no  State  with¬ 
out  its  consent  shall  be  deprived  of  its 
equal  suffrage  in  the  Senate.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  might  say  that  since  an  ex-Presi- 
dent  serving  as  Senator  at  Large  could 
not  vote,  that  clause  of  the  Constitution 
would  not  be  impinged  upon.  But  if  he 
could  not  vote,  what  would  be  do  in  the 
Senate?  He  could  talk;  but  we  have 
plenty  of  that  now.  He  might  appear 
before  committees  and  make  speeches, 
but  he  could  not  vote. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  ought 
to  give  serious  consideration  to  those 
clauses  in  the  Constitution  before  he 
goes  very  far  with  his  bill. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  I  appreciate 
his  Interest.  This  matter  has  at  vari¬ 
ous  times  had  a  good  deal  of  considera¬ 
tion.  While  there  is  some  conflict  of 
opinion,  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the 
egislative  council  with  whom  I  took  the 
atter  up,  is  that  it  would  be  feasible. 
Senator  very  properly  points  out 
tha\the  matter  of  suffrage  coaid  not  be 
affecced. 

Mr.  fijONNALLY.  But  suffrage  is  not 
all.  Th\Constitution  provides  that  the 
States  smdl  not  be  deprived  of  their 
equal  repres^itation  in  the  Senate.  Vot¬ 
ing  is  not  ^  of  their  representation. 
They  lobby  anti  talk  to  many  Senators. 
That  is  a  part  (^representation,  as  well 
as  is  suffrage, 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr\ President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  ' 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  lam  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  wWonsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  feel  that  there  is  much 
in  what  the  Senator  from  Tekas  has  said. 
It  seems  to  me  the  distinction  is  plainly 
one  of  creating  an  office.  I  xjuestion 
whether  we  could  create  an  additional 
Senator  unless  there  were  a  constitu¬ 
tional  amendment.  I  am  satisfied  that 
an  office  could  be  created,  if  it  did  not 
impinge  upon  constitutional  provision^ 
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AN  ACT 

]\rakiiig-  ap])ropriatioiis  for  the  Department  of  Agrieulture 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  Tliat  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury. not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 


0  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  ^^ear,  namely: 


9 


1  TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 

■  2  .  OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

3  SALvUilEvS  AND  lilXPENSES 

4  For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 

5  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  tlie  Secretary, 

6  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces- 

7  sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  two  (one  at  not  to 

8  exceed  $3,000)  passenger  motor  vehicles;  travel  expenses, 

9  including  examination  of  estimates  for  ap])ropriations  in  the 

10  field;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  ecpiipment;  freiglit, 

11  express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 

12  service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 

13  other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  ex])enses  not  otherwise  pro- 
vided  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of 
the  Dei:artment  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred 

Id  to  as  the  Department,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are 
provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
39  portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  not 
31  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
33  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  hotoever,  That 
3d  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations 
31  for  the  current  fiscal  3^ear  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
3b  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the 
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Budget  for  sueli  year,  the  ainouuts  transferred  or  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be  increased  or 
decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of 
the  Department  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such 
appropriations  or  authorizations:  Provided  further,  That,  of 
appropriations  herein  made  which  are  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may  be  expended  for  each 
option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or  tracts  of  land: 
Provided  f  urther,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by 
this  Act  shall  l)e  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  com¬ 
mission,  or  hureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any 
prediction,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage 
threatened  or  caused  b}-  insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to 
future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That,  except  to  ])rovide  materials  required  in  or  incident 
to  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic 
product  is  availa1)le,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
Act  shall  l)e  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured 
from  commodities  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the 
United  States. 
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PENALTY  MAIL 

For  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of 
the  Department,  as  recjuired  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944 
(39  U.  S.  C.  321d),  $3486,000. 

KESEAECH  AND  MAEKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  Law  733) ,  including 
in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and  under  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head- Jones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  administration, 
plannmg,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary 
expenses  for  cariying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the 
Act,  as  folloAvs : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Eico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  (2)^70007000 
$2,500,000,  (3>rf  whieli  such  amount  m  shall  ho  aHolahle  to 
Alaska  shall  ho  transfcrrod  to  anJ  make  a  paot  of  tho  a|>|»rt)- 
priation  ‘-Eosearch  on  agricultural  problems  of  Aholva-^ 
^vitbout  matohlng  requircmont;  Provided,  That  section  11 
of  said  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended  hy  said  Act  of 
August  14,  1946,  is  amended  by  striking  out  'Authorized  to 
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he  appropriated  under  section  9  (a)^’  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereoj  '^appropriated  pursuant  to  section  9  (a)” ; 

For  rc'senrcli  on  ntiliziition  and  associated  problems 
[)ursuaiit  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  (djfSyOOOyOOO 
^$3,000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  ])rodncts  thereof. 
]mrsnant  to  section  10  (h)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  im])rovenient  and  develo])nient,  inde])endently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  ])ursuant  to  the  ‘‘Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  lOdG”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  U)4G),  (5)$2AK-M-MIOO  32,500,000; 

In  all,  (G)$94)OOtOOO  39 ,500 ,000  \  Provided,  That  such 
sums  as  may  Ix'  necessary  for  ]K'nalty  mail  as  ixapiired  by  tin* 
Act  of  June  2S,  1944,  may  be  transferred  to  the  regular 
de])artniental  appropriation  therefor:  Provided  further.  That 
for  necessary  printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred 
to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding, 
Department  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to 
any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  Avhich  it  is  made,  and  aiiA^  such  amounts  shall 
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be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made 
available  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the  r)e])artment 
(7')~-P-rmHded  furfker,  ne  part  of  thia  appropriation 

aha41  be  8va41a4»le  for  worb  relating  to  bah  or  shellfish  or  an^ 
product  thereof. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 


For  necessary  expenses,  inclnding  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the  nse 
of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service,  (8)$^ 
025,000  $2,225,000 ,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other 
appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the 
schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such 
expenses,  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$136,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation;  and  there  may  be  ex])ended  for  ])ersonal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  (9)$47b4Hp4ao 
$1,500,000:  Provided,  however.  That  if  the  total  amounts  of 
such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  esti¬ 
mated,  respective^,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the 
amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this 
appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased 
or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
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of  tlie  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  tlie  Department,  sliall  determine  are  apju’opriate  to  the 
requirements  as  (‘hanged  hy  such  reductions  or  increases  in 
sucli  a])])ro])riations  or  authorizations. 

OFFICE  OF  INFOEMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  vdth  the  pubh(?a; 
tion,  indexing,  illusti'ation,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  re])orts,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  !)y 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total 
appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columliia,  $533,000;  for  pre])ara- 
tion  and  disjday  of  exhibits,  $128,400;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  dis])lay  of  motion  and  sound  pic- 
tiu’es,  $07,400:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  ot  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  whi(‘h  transfers  to  this  appro- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


8 


priatioii  arc  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  helow  the  amounts  estimated,  res])('etively,  tln'refor  in 
tin'  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  he 
transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount 
which  may  he  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  Distiict 
of  Columbia  shall  l)e  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  De])artment,  shall  deter- 
nnne  are  appropriate  to  the  recpiirements  as  changed  hy  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  api)ropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions:  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more  advan¬ 
tageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office 
of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  De]>artment 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300, 000  for  these 
purposes  may  he  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  he  avail¬ 
able  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That  in 
the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  hy  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  he  used  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  TOO 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
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(5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600)  :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or 
for  the  compensation  of  emplo3Tes  in  such  offices  except  that 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to  maintain  the  San 
Francisco  radio  office. 

FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  includ¬ 
ing  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services, 
except  as  otherwise  provided,  $1,607,000,  including  the 
purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles 
published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Keport 
of  the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915 
(7  U,  S.  C.  418) ,  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108) ,  and 
in  pursuance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44 
U.  S.  C.  214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000 
for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent 
out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
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direct,  but  not  including-  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants 
of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1919 
(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Kepresentatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  re¬ 
port  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agricidture) , 
as  authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  0.  241)  :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may 
transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropriation  made 
for  ‘‘Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Eesources” 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding 
in  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry 
into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
approved  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection 
with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated 


Ae4  of  -ff  4U  St  Or  608e-608d) , 


eonneetion  therewith  to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section 
23  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as 


amended,  such  sums  as  may  he  necessary  for  'printing  and 
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hindhuj  ill  c.oinieclioii  ivif}i  the  activities  under  section  32: 
Provided  further,  That  tlie  total  aiuount  that  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  under  the  authority  o-ranted  in  the  preceding  proviso 
shall  not  exceed  (1 1)^95, 30^1  ■^170,000. 

LIBRAEY,  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 
and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not  to 
exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  lihraiy  membership  in  societies  or  asso¬ 
ciations  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a 
price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 
members;  $660,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUREAU  OE  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
(12)$4,887-,000  $2,387 ,000  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the 
purchase  of  books  of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers, 
as  follows : 

Economic  investigations:  Eor  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural 
production,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation 
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in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  hfe,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and 
income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  (13)$1 ,713,600  $2,243,600: 
Provided,  That  no  ])art  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  availal)le  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
under  the  heading  ^‘Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used 
for  State  and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting 
cultural  surveys,  or  for  the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  Eor  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  production, 
distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  0.  556b) ,  and 
for  the  collection  and  pubhcation  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 
provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 
May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  avail- 
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able  for  an}^  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or 
publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the 
acreage  to  he  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOKEION  AGRICULTURAL 

RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspa})ers,  ( 1 4)t$“l-28,0( 
$578,000. 

INTERNATIONAL  PRODUCTION  CONTROL 

COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  the  ap¬ 
propriations  ‘‘Salaries  and  expenses.  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration”  and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United 
States  as  a  member  of  the  International  Wheat  Advisory 
Committee,  the  International  Sugar  Council,  or  like  events 
or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction  of  agricultural  sur¬ 
pluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropriations,  to¬ 
gether  with  traveling  and  other  necessary  expenses  relating 


thereto. 
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EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankliead-flones,  and  related  Acts; 
Cap])er-Ketcliani  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  0.  343a,  343h),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  21,  tith'  II,  of  the  Act  ai»])roved  June  29,  1935  17 
U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  section 
23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  dune  29,  1935,  as  amended 
hy  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l), 
$8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  IT.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0. 
38Gc) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the 
Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  0.  343e),  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Cap])er-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $274,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketchum, 
Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950. 


1 


salakies  and  expenses 


2  Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 

3  For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 

4  Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341- 

5  348 ) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
G  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and  the 

7  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions,  $827,200, 

8  of  which  not  to  exceed  $063,100  may  he  expended  for  per- 

9  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columhia. 

10  AGKIOULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 

11  Office  of  Administrator 

12  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 

13  Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin- 

14  ,  istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in  the 

15  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and 
IG  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural  Re- 

17  search  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred 

18  to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  without 

19  reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property, 

20  valued  at  approximately  $9,750,  within  the  boundaries 

21  of  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Mary- 

22  land,  consisting  of  approximately  88  acres  of  land 

23  known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approximately  40 

24  acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract:  Provided, 
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That  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are* 
rendered  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reim¬ 
bursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including 
handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
(including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for 
services,  supplies,  e(}uipmeiit  and  materials  furnished,  stores 
of  which  may  1)0  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building 
construction,  alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center 
in  carrying  out  (he  pui'])oses  of  such  applicable  appropriations 
and  the  a[)plicable  ap])ropriations  may  also  be  charged  their 
proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Eesearch 
Adniihistration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,' and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  P-rovided, 
hotvever,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connecting 
greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for 
construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall 
be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the 
fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Eesearch  Administra¬ 
tor,  whichever  is  greater. 
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SPECiAii  Eeseaech  Fund,  Depaetment  of 

Ageicultuee 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 
Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b, 
427c,  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work, 
including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and 
printing  the  results  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by 
such  agencies  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  or  establish,  and  to  which  he  may  make  allot¬ 
ments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  which  amount  $785,200 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
research  laboratories  and  facihties  in  the  major  agricultural 
regions  provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 

Eeseaech  on  Steategio  and  Ceitical  Ageicultueal 

Mateetals 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946, 
in  connection  with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000;  and  there  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Government  surplus 
without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consisting  of 
H.  E.  3601 - 3 
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approximately  one  liimdred  and  seventy-three  acres  known 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  linndred  and  tliirty-one  acres  of  the 
Guidotti  tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Argiielo  tract,  and  twenty- 
five  acres  of  the  Alisal  industrial  site  (all  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  Salinas,  California),  including  improvements  and 
laboratory  facilities  and  equipment  thereon,  and  personal 
property,  valued  in  all  (procurement  cost)  at  approximately 
$865,000. 

Eeseaecii  on  Agkicultueal  Peoblems  of  Alaska 
(15>Po  ena)  )le  the  S e c r^'t a rv- j  through  such  ofhcei-e  and: 
empleyeea  of  the  ©epa^tment  o-f  A-grieulture  and  the  Tem- 
tory  of  -A-laska  as  he  may  designatey  to  estahhsh  and  maintain 
a  peogRvm  foe  research  into  the  hasie  agrietdt-ural  needs  and 
problems  of  tire  ddrritory  of  Alaska  $1-1-4,9197  hreluding 


printing  and  hindingy  the  employment  of 
in  the  ©istriet  of  Columbia,  and  the  eonstruction  or  acquisi" 
tion  of  neeessar^-  buildings  and  .facilities  without  regard  to 
restrietions  of  existing  lawr  in  earrying  out  such  program 
the  Secretary^  is  authorised  to  use  such  authorities  as  have 


heretofore  been  made  available  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
Teruitoiy  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
of  the  Lniversity  of  Alaska,  artd  by  the  laws  of  the  iinited 
States,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  Lnivcrsity  of  xyaska  and 
with  odber  puhhe  and  piivate  ageneiesr  Lhe  provisions  of 
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altef  tlie  el 
is  eetbofked  to  take 
iees  fts  lie  may  determine 


tfeis  pamgmpb  sball  be 
tlie  cnactmeiit  lieFoef^  and  die 
seek  steps  and  te  issue  seek 
te  cfleetuato  tke  oedcrl}'  disckarge  el  kis  rosponsibilitics  kcrc- 
imdcf.-  Tkcrc  a*e  hei-cb^^  translerfed  te  tke  SeeFctarv  Ike  ese 


el  seek  cqeipmeiit  and  other  leeiktiesy  buiklings,  and  greitnds 
el  tke  Tenlteilal  agrieelteeal  ex-perimeiit  station,-  including 
its  bmuekesy  as  ke  may  determine  te  be  neecssai-y,-  other  tkau 
any  laud  iu  general  use  kcreteforc  ler  etker  imiversity  pur- 
poscsj  and  tke  8eerctaiy  may  te  tke  extent  deemed  advisable 
eentiiiuc  tke  cmpleymcnt  el  tke  existing  pcreennel  el  tke 
statieii;-  ^twithstanding  any  etker  pro-xision  el  law^  in¬ 
eluding  tke  laws  el  tke  Tcrritoiy^  el  Alaska,  there  are  hereby 
translerred  ler  tke  use  el  tke  ^eeretaiy  any  unexpended  bab 
anees  new  axailable,  and  any  moneys  hcrealtcr  rcceixcd  ler 
credit  tkeretej  el  all  lands  keretelere  appropriated  by  tke 
er  aceiiired  under  autkerrtx  el  law  ler  tke  een- 


deuj  uscy  and  dcxdopment  el  tke'  T-cridterial  agrieul- 
tural  experiment  statien^  tke  availability  el  suek  lands  te  be 
unaffected  by  this  transferT  5ke  meneys  se  transleri’cd  skak 
be  available  ler  tke  scttlcmcntj  in  suek  maimer  as  tke  Beere- 
tary  shall  direct,-  el  ebkgatiens  outstanding  at  tke  time  el  tke 

f  I'l  Cl 
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OfF-IOE  of  ExFEBi:yiEyT  BTATI-eXS 


FAYMEXTF  YO  STATES-,-  HAWA-EEj  AXE  rEEBT-O  -B-ieO 
Eof  paymente  the  States,-  H-awaii,  afi4  Eacrto  Elee 
to  fee  ^tel  quarterly  m  advanecj  to  earrry  mto  cSect  toe 


to  agTieitoural 


Hatcfej  Adamsy  -Furnefey  -Bankbead-Jefiesy  arid  e 
Aetor  Satob  Aety  toe  Aet-  a-g^rm^  3i4ar-eb  2j  1-887  -(T-  lA  Sr 
4fey  §B3y  mSj  -3-7A-3-7-^  $^;2By0OO7  xVdams  Aeb 
toe  Aet  aj^proYod  ^lareb  4By  4000  -{7  4A  ^  369 )-y 

$720,0007  Ibir-neb  Aety  tbe  Aet  appro^^  Ecbruary  24y 
4920  -{A  4A  gv  €t  364y  366y  370y  374y  373y  376y  389y 
$2y680y0007  Batotoead-Aoees  Aet  tble  4  el  toe  Aet  ap- 
proAed  toffie  29y  4930  -(7  4A  Br  G;  4-27-4-27-gfy  $2y664y268y 
itotte  el  wbieb  sbab  fee  arAabafele  ler  A-taska-^  4I-awaiiy  tbe 
Aet  appre-ved  May  46y  4923  -f7  4A  G  'G  336  -386fe)-, 
extendiag  tbe  benefits  el  eertabt  A-ets  el  Gengi-ess  to  toe 
Territory  el  Hawaby  $90y0907  Puerto  Eieoy  tbe  Aet 
appi^ved  Mareb  4y  1931,  aa  attended  -(70  4A  Br  G  336d- 
3861)-,  e-stending  toe  benefits  el  eertain  Aets  el  Congress 
to  Puerto  Bice,  $90y000 ;  in  ally  payntents  to  3tatesy  Sawaii; 
and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SAL  ABIES  AXE  EXPENSES 

-xidministration  el  grants  and  eoordinatien  el  researeb 
with  States :  Per  necessary  expensesy  ineluding  net  to 


.1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


21 


$197,525  fe?  fefseml  ser-¥iee^  m  the 
lo  eefeyee  pye-Yisions  el  ll^e  Aels  af>j;>reve4  March  Sy 
1:88^  3ifereh  48^  4OO87  S^ehreary  84y  4888y  May  4%  48-28y 
^hareh  4y  48847  aiM  Jaae  8O7  48887  aiM  Aels  amenda- 
lory  Iherele  4A  gv  €t  86-8-3887  888-8887  -3-78-3837 
8887  -3884-8881)-^  relative  te  their  a4mieiat-ratien  aiM  ler  the 
a4ministration  el  a»  agrieeltHral  experiment  station  in 
i^itei-te  Mieey  $24478887  an4  the  S  cere  tar}-  shall  preserihe 
the  loHB  el  the  anneal  hnaneial  statemei^  required  under  the 


aheve  AetSy  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  aeeerd- 
anee  with  their  prev-isiensy  eeerdinatee  the  research  werk  el 
the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the 
lines  aiitheriged  in  said  Aets  with  research  el  the 


in  similar  hnesy  and  make  repert  thereen  te 
(16)^0  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  he  may  designate,  to  establish 
and  maintain  a  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricul¬ 
tural  needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 

t 

$100,000,  including  printing  and  binding,  the  employment 
of  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  land  and.  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  necessary 
buildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of  exist¬ 
ing  law,  including  the  construction  of  such  buildings  and 
facilities  upon  land  provided  by  the  Territory  or  otherwise. 
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Office  of  Experiment  Stations 
\ 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND 

PUERTO  RICO  . 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico  to  he  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect 

t 

the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural 
experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U. 
S.  C.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the.  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380, 
382),  $2,880,000 ;  B ankhead-J ones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act 
appmved  June  29,  1935  (7'  U.  S.  G.  427-427g), 
$2,663,708 ;  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved.  May  16,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  386-386h) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Alaska,,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provisions  of  section  2  of 
■the  Act  approved  June  20.  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  369a),  ex¬ 
tending  the  benefits  of  the  Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $27,500;  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $42,500; 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended 
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(70  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f ) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Pico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments 
to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Pico,  $7 ,206,208. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed 
$197,525  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16, 
1928,  February  23,  1929,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20, 
1936,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363, 
365-383,  386-386f } ,  relative  to  their  administration  and. 
for  the  administration  of  an  agricndtural  experhnent 
station  in  Puerto  Pico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall 
prescribe  the  form,  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required 
under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are 
in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research 
work  of  the  State  agiicultural  colleges  and  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with  research  of 
the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report  thereon 
to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico :  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration, 
and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 
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Bueeau  of  Animal  Industet 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
( 1 7)|4-,Q59,000  $1,061,840  for  departmental  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry,  and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations 
concerned  with  the  livestock  and  meat  industries  and  the 
domestic  raising  of  fur-bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supple- 
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mentary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territoi'y,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place, 
nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation 
for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspec¬ 
tion  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall 
belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or 
corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered 
for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered :  Provided  further,  That 
out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  any  cattle  condenmed  for  slaughter  shall  ex¬ 
ceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value 
of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage  thereof;  that  no 
payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount  paid  or  to  be 
paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and  municipahty  where 
the  animal  shah  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no  case  shall 
any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 

\ 

vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the 
inspection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
H.  E.  3601 - 4 
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with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102)  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522),  and  the  in¬ 
spection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,197. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws 
relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products, 
(18)$5j00itk000  $11,140,000  (19)— for  deposit  m  the  Treas- 
ury  of  the  hhhted  States  as  a  working  capital  hmdj  withool  fiscal 

which  shah  he  available  for  ah  exoenses  necessary  to  furnish 
an  adequate  and:  efficient  h 
cvciy  persoip  firm,  pnhhe 

or  service  under  said  lawsj  including 
of  meat  and  nnnt  food  products  ohered  for 
or  ex-port  and  the  inspeetion  of  horse  meat  and 
productSj  shah  pay  the  LTnited  States  therefor  hi 
with  regidations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
and  at  rates  and  fees  to  he  fixed  by  hinp  which 
to  be  deposited  in  the  meat  inspeetion  fund,  shah 
reimbursenient  for  the  estimated  cost 


furnishing  of  such  i 


AV  o  A1-X71 A  1  T1  a1  T*  ^  ^ 

'  *4  oVl'l  V  IVJL  y  1x1  V  1  11  IXlll^ 

and  technical  investigations  and  laboratory  services^  investi- 

4 

relating  to  violations  ofj  and  an thorfoed  exemptions 
y  the  laws  relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection ;  super- 
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etliep  eestei  personal  sei^iecs  in  the  District  of  Goium^ia 
ftn4  ciscwkernj  witkont  regard  to  section  kOT-  ol  tke  -Federal 
-EmplQ3"ees’  Fay  Act  ol  -kO-loy  as  amended^  rent  in  tke  District 
of  Coliunbia  and  clsewkere^  pnrekase  and  kno  of  passenger 
motor  vchielea;  printing  and  kinding,  ineinding  tke  pnrekase 


of  priidod  tagsj  labelsy 

IrVT7  -1-1:1^  rii- 

T/jy  Lllv"  Jl  jl-vJI/  lit 

and  otker 

of  Agriculture  may  ¥i 
y  or  otker  a^ 

Is  of  tke  Dnked  Ftatesy  and  may 
draw  sack  insneetion  or  service  for 


Sj  and  certificates  as  antkorized 
F  24y  4044  -ff  Ft  St  Ovy  434|i 
ses-7  Pr^vkkd,-  Fkat  tke  Secretaiy 

*~t  rlitJTtl  Yn  r4r\  /-\i^  4  •rv  r<  4 1  /:\-f 

ctvtvcXiA  vTv?  J/ct  \  HALllLy  vl  X 

of  paymentj  in  order  to  protect  tke 

or  w4tk- 

r\T  D  ft 

trr  uiltlT^LTJ 


or  feesj  or  failure  to  provide  tke  required  assurance  of  pay- 
mentr  P-mmded  fuHhe^  Fkat  inspection  or  otker  tccknieal 

to  Government  and  otker  public 
under  tke  terms  and  conditions  lierein 
provided---  Promdetl  jwrtlter,  Fkat  a  sekedule  of  obligations 
and  reimbursements  of  tke  iueat -inspection  fundy  as  of  tke 
dose  of  tke  last  completed  kseal  3- ear,-  and  as  estimated  for 
tke  eirrrent  and  ensuing  fiscal  3^ears,  skall  be  included  in  tke 
Fudget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annualh^ :  And  fmvidnd 
fnrfkenj  Fkat  pa3unents  skall  be  made  for  inspeetion  or  service 
rendered  on  and  after  Julv  F  4944. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  tke  provisions 
of  tke  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) , 
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regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  (20)$29QjQ0O  $340,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May 
12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  appropriations  are  herein  made  to  carry  into 
effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHER 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia, 
or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or 
European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 
including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 
future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poul¬ 
try)  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated 
by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and 
irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar 
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circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations,  $100,000,  together  with  such  sums 
from  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  as  the  Secretary 
may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency 
which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the-  coun¬ 
try:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 
purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat, 
egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  ap¬ 
praisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any 
such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production, 
or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emer¬ 
gency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the 
United  States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not 
exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements :  Provided  further, 
That  poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 
Salaries  and  expenses :  Dor  necessary  expenses,  including 
not  to  exceed  (21)  yj00,000  $540,912  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404) ,  including 
investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  in¬ 
dustry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  relating  to 
process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June 
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24,  1946  (Piil)lic  Law  427) ,  and  tlie  Act  of  May  23,  1908 
(21  U.  8.  C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation 
of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,011,000. 

For  repair  of  buildings,  fence,  electric  line  and  feed 
bunk,  recently  damaged  by  tornado  at  the  dairy  field  station. 
Woodward,  Oklahoma,  $5,300. 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

Engineering 

% 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases, 
including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 
possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ¬ 
ing  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing 
in  this  comitry;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
as  follows : 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im- 
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provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums, 
soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  inve^^tigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide, 
and  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  surplus  with¬ 
out  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 
by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  per¬ 
mit  from  the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels 
of  land,  totaling  in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres, 
situated  at  Chapman  Field  Military  Beservation,  Dade 
County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement  cost)  at  approxi¬ 
mately  $7,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  (22)$85-97^80  $379,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural 
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use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irri¬ 
gated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by 
crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  (23)$4-39l70QO 

$1,491,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  includ¬ 
ing  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanita¬ 
tion,  and  rural  electrification ;  farm  buildings  and  their  appur¬ 
tenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building  plans 
and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineering 
problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $637,000. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C. 
191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council, 
$436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $350,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  acquisition  of  adjoining  land,  and  not  to  exceed 
$2,500  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
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1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) . 

Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Station:  For  replacement 
and  repair  of  buildings,  equipment  and  supplies,  utilities, 
fences  and  other  general  repairs  and  clean-up  operations 
from  damages  due  to  the  recent  tornado  at  Woodward, 

Oklahoma,  $45,600. 

# 

Bueeau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quaeantine 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 
of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to  agri¬ 
culture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0,  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7 
U.  S.  C.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a) ,  authorizing  the* 
eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
H.  K.  3601 - 5 
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1  insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte- 

2  nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven, 

3  and  not  to  exceed  $7^8,688  for  personal 

4  services  in  the  District  of  Colunihia,  as  follows: 

5  Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 

6  affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 

7  products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 

8  crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 

9  plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 

10  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 

11  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 

12  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in- 
18  vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 

14  of  injurious  msects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange 

15  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other 

16  arthropods;  foi’  developing  methods,  equipment,  and  appara- 
11  tus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradica- 

18  tion  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases;  and  for 

19  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including  methods 

20  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their  a])plica- 

21  tion,  $2,961,300. 

22  Insect  and  plant  disease  control:  For  carrying  out  oper- 

23  ations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  }U'e- 

24  vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 

25  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  gypsy  and  brown-tail  motlis. 
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Dutch  elm  disease,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal 
rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil,  includiiiij^  th(‘ 
enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation  with 
States  to  enforce  plant  (|uarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 
(Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  G. 
151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton- 
free  areas  as  may  he  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 
of  the  i)ink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  x\ct  of  February 
H.  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 
])lant  (juarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the 
interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been 
li'aiis|)or(ed  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  (|uarantine 
laws  or  regulations,  and  o])erations  under  the  Terminal  In- 
s])ectioii  Act  (7  V.  S.  (\  16()) ,  (25)82,697, 1(H)  S-L047,100 : 
Provided,  That  no  ])ai‘t  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to 
])ay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or 
other  ])ro])erty  injured  or  destroyed:  Provided  further.  That, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  ])art  of  this  appro])ria- 
tion  shall  he  expended  for  the  control  of  sweet])otato  weevil 
in  any  State  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  neces¬ 
sary  to  accomplish  this  pur])ose,  or  for  barberry  eradication 
until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  ecpial  to  such  expenditures  shall 
have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States, 
counties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organiza¬ 
tions  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose:  Provided  fur- 
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ther,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures 
from  this  appropriation  shall  he  made  for  applying  methods 
of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  disease  in  anj^  State  where  meas¬ 
ures  for  the  removal  and  destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal 
lands  suffering  from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force, 
provided  such  removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential 
or  appropriate  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor 
until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditiu'es  shall 
have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State, 
county,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  organizations 
concerned :  Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for 
removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  ehn  disease  from  non- 
Federal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the 
removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm 
disease  except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
or  on  property  included  within  local  experimental  control 
areas. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7 
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U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7  U.  S.  0. 

2  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  0. 

3  149) ,  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they 

4  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement 

4 

^  of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and 
d  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended, 

8  and  for  inspection  and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  prod- 

9  nets  to  meet  the  sanitary  requirements  of  foreign  countries, 
as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 

11  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $2,000,000. 

* 

12  CONTEOL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND 

13  PLANT  DISEASES 

14  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 

15  the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 

16  148-148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 

17  planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 

18  and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 

19  Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 

20  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000. 

21  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

22  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

23  For-  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

24  and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 


1 

2 

o 

o 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


38 


exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  investigations:  For  conducting  the 
mvesllgations  contemplated  b}'  tlie  A(^t  of  May  15,  1862 
(5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512),  relating  to  the  application  of  chem¬ 
istry  to  agriculture:  for  the  biological,  chemical,  physical, 
microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds, 
drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the  physiological 
effects  and  for  the  pbarmacological  testing  of  such  products 
and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of 
methods  foi-  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for 
su(*h  jMirposes;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the 
utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetable's  and  for  frozen  pack 
investigations;  $511,500,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry,  from 
Goveimment  sur])lus  without  compensation  therefor,  a  cer¬ 
tain  parcel  of  real  property  of  approximately  one  acre  (con¬ 
sisting  of  lots  37  and  38  of  Deal  and  Kreiser  Subdivision, 
and  lots  24  and  25  of  tract  728  in  the  city  of  Pasadena, 
California) ,  valued  at  approximately  $15,800. 

Naval-stores  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of 
naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 
the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  im- 
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proved  equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval 
stores;  and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation, 
and  utilization  of  naval  stores;  $152,550. 

llcgional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e),  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricnltural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  8.  C.  1292) ,  including  research  on 
food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity 
and  equipment  storage  building  at  the  Western  Regional 
Research  Lahoratoiy  located  at  Albany,  California. 

Bureau  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  neccssarv  ex])enses,  including 
not  to  exceed  (^2(>)$381 ,700  $305, OOO  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of 
the  relative  utility  and  ccoiioniy  of  agricnltural  i)rodncts  foi' 
food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  sjiecial  sug¬ 
gestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization 
of  such  jiroducts  for  these  ])nrposes,  and  such  economic  in¬ 
vestigations,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as 
have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home, 
and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on  this  subject, 
(27)$4-, 0454)00  $800,000. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 
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Act  approved  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000, 
of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  for  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust 
on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United 
States;  $1,974,650  of  said  aiiionut  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount 
to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for 
leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire  program, 
method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  confined  to 
the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

FOKEST  SEEVICE 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
(28)11,055,378  $1,083,378  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600) ,  and  the  replace- 
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1  ment  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  District  of 

2  Columbia ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations  and 

3  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 

4  lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  sbaU 

5  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside 

6  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 

7  woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 

8  and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 

9  and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 

10  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 

11  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces- 

12  sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 

13  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 

14  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and  of  con- 

15  necting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the 

16  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected, 

17  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 

18  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which 

19  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro- 

20  priations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an 

21  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  build- 

22  ing  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  administer,  and 

23  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 

24  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil 
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waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to 
ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national 
forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to 
stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate, 
digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 
investigations  made  by  the  Eorest  Service:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “National 
forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed 
$50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire  cooperation” 
may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest  fire  prevention 
posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows  : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000 
per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Peserva- 
tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 
March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514),  $650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 
care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 


4)5 


1  exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and 

2  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 

3  necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro- 

4  tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ- 

5  ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
d  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct 

])urchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  im- 

8  provements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not 

9  to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure) ,  equipment, 

10  and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ; 

11  control  of  destructive  forest  tree  diseases  and  insects ; 

12  timber  cultural  operations;  development  and  application 

13  of  fish  and  game  management  plans ;  propagation  and 

14  transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
'  15  arid  portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and 

16  appraising  of  timber  and  other  resources  and  development 

17  and  application  of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale, 

18  and  use;  examination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal 

19  of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law 

« 

20  and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests 
,  21  that  ma}"  be  opened  to  liomestead  settlement  and  entry  under 

22  vhe  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912 

23  (16  IT.  S.  0.  506-509) ,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 

24  1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of 

25  water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
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interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of  i 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
(29)$23,764,891  $24,014,891,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,- 
000  shall  be  available  for  the  pm’chase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  admin¬ 
istration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes. 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meet¬ 
ing  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i) ,  including  the  construction  and  mainte- 
nau.ce  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  sil- 

« 

vicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investi¬ 
gations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 
management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7, 
at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 
$2,475,000. 
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1  Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 

2  of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 

3  Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  (3 Oj^-l^OOOyOOO  $1,250,000,  of 

4  wliich  at  least  $11,050  shall  be  expended  for  research  in  the 

5  utilization  of  waste  woods. 

6  Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
1  survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 

8  under  section  10,  (31)$5  727000  $822,000. 

9  FOEEST-FIBE  COOPEEATION 

10  Eor  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  ap- 

11  propriate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression 

12  and  the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accord- 

13  ance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
^1  approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564-570) , 
1^  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall  be  avail- 
1^  able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FAEM  AND  OTHEE  PBFVATE  FOEESTEY  COOPEEATION 
13  To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 

19  advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  indus- 

20  tries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest 

21  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to 

22  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained- 

23  yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber  resources, 
21  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabilization  of  em- 
25  ployment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries,  and 
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to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department 
as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm 
Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) , 
(not  to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections 
4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766) 
of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568) , 
and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed 
$809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not 
to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  pur¬ 
chase  of  necessary  buildings,  and  other  improvements : 
Provided,  That  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  sliall  be  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to  acquire 
land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOK  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Week’s  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as 
amended  (16  U.  8.  C.  513-519,  521),  (32)$500-,000 
$7 50 he  avail  a  hie  oaly  for  j^aymeiP  toward  the 
purchase  priee  of  any  lands  aequired;  the  admimsfrative  cost 
of  such  acquisifioii  to  he  met  from  the  ajypropriation  “Natioried 
Forest  Protection  and  Management’ . 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage'  origi- 
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natino;  within  the  exterior  houndaries  of  the  following 
national  forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
following  Acts  anth'orizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest 
receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts  from  such  receipts:  TIinta  and  Wasatch  National 
Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  x\ugust  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 
as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act 
of  IMay  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Kiverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Pul)lic  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyahe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  '748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (I’uhlic  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of 
June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589) ,  $5,000;  Se(|uoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOREST  HOADS  AND  TRAILS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 
November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 
23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
Service  administration,  (I)  (34)$1 07000,000  $11,000,000 
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for  forest  development  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  (35)$^ 
3OO7OOO  $8,300,000  for  forest  highways,  which  sums  are 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  December  20, 
1944  (Public  Law  521) ,  in  all,  (36)^457300j000  $19,300,- 
000  (including  not  to  exceed  (37)$  100-^000  $109,530  for 
])ersonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia) ,  to  be  imme¬ 
diately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  he  available  for  the 
rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings 
necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 
supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  main¬ 
tenance,  hut  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased,  * 
altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 
exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$10,000  or  more,  may  he  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 
(38)$5'0OjOO9  $1,500,000,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  he  immediately  available  and  to  re- 
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main  available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be  merged 
the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or 
transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood  control  purposes: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  water¬ 
sheds  without  specific  approval  of  the  county  board  of 
supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situ¬ 
ated  ^39') ’.-Provided  f  urther^  That  aheeations  of  funds  for  the 
hseal  vuars  -1947  arul  4948  for  works  of  inroiMj-vement  ou 
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Appropriations  Oonnnittee  and  shall  not  he  decreased  except 
as  may  he  necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease  hr  the  estimates 
of  available  prior  year  balances ;  Provided  further,  That 
$1,000,000  of  the  funds  hereby  appropriated  shall  he  used  to 
7nake  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  in  the  watersheds 
of  the  Upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and, 
their  tributaries. 

SOIL  COYSELVATION  SERVICE 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and 
soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
(40)$838,5Q0  $875,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  opera- 
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tioii  and  iiiaiiitenance  of  aircraft,  and  tlic  ])ur(‘liasc  aiid 

\ 

erection  or  alteration  of  permanent  l)nildinos:  Provided,  Tliat 
the  cost  of  any  huildino-  purchased,  erected,  or  as  ini])rov{‘d, 
exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructino-  a  water  supply  or 
sanitary  system  and  connecting-  the  same  with  aii}^  such 
building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,50t)  exce])t  where  buildings 
are  acapiired  in  conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for 
other  ])urposes  and  exce])t  for  eight  buildings  to  lx;  con¬ 
structed  at  a  cost  not  to  ex(;eed  $15,000  ])er  building: 
Provided  further,  That  no  money  a])pro])riated  in  this 
Act  shall  he  available  for  the  construction  of  any  such 
building  on  land  not  owned  h}'  the  (lovernment :  Provided 
further.  That  in  the  State  of  iMissouri  wliere  the  State 
has  established  a  central  Stat('  agency  authorized  to  enter 
into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of  its 
agencies  on  ])o]icies  and  genei-al  jn’ograins  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  eon- 
servation  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 
district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  disti’ict, 
as  follows : 


Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investijra- 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 
erosion,  soil  and  mositure  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
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1  water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 

2  logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 

3  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  lire  hazards  in  the 

4  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 

5  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 

6  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 

7  of  Florida,  or  ])()litical  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  eonstruc- 

8  tion,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  ex])erimental  watersheds, 

9  stations,  la1)oratories,  ])lots,  and  installations,  (4 1 

10  $1,423,000. 

11  Soil  conservation  operations :  For  carrying  out  preventive 

12  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special 

13  measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the 

11  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement  of  farm 

> 

1^  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and  operation 
10  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conservation  plans 
1"^  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
13  $38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  ])art  of  this  appropriation 
1^  may  l)e  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
29  in  demonstration  projects. 

21  LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIEEMENT  OF 

22  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

^3  Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
21  title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  1010-1012)  ',  and  the  provisions 
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of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress ) ,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 


(42)Eer 
earry  into  effect  the 

444a  Rnil 

L/X  Xa± 


to 


to  enable  the 
of  sections  If  to  ^  i 


Eebruar}'  SRy  1936j  as  amended  -fib  Ur  87  Cr  590g^ 
590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Aet  of  i0bSj  as  amended  -fi  Ur  St  Cr  i^Sl-440if 
the  provisions  of  sections  24i7  ^027  bSij  and  dSb  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  Uv  and  inehrding  personal  serv  - 
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the  preparation  and  displa}-  of  enhihitsj  including  such  dis¬ 
plays  at  Statcj  mterstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the 
United  States-;  $i6-5j6-l-47^90,-  to  remain  available  untd  De¬ 
cember  biy  1948j  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said 
provisions  of  the  Agrieultural  -Adjustment  Aet  of  4-9 3S,  as 
amended,  and  the  Aet  of  Uebruary  29^  4936,-  as  amended^ 
during  the  period  duly  U  1916,  to  December  bU  19477 
inclusive^  P-mvkhd-j  That  not  to  exceed  $45,000/900  of 
the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  he  available 
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during  tfee  cuH-cnfe  feeal  year,'  for  salaries  and  other  ad- 
ministrative  expenses  for  carrying  oat  saeh  pregramsj  hat 
not  more  than  $1,-950,000  shah  he  transferred  to  the  ap- 
propriation  aeeeant,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  3 92-, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Aet  of  1938’’ :  Previded  further, 
That  paymeihs  to  claimants  hereunder  shall  he  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant  which  certificate  shall  he  in  saeh 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  preserh-^Cj  that  he  has  carried  oat 
the  conservation  practice  or  jnaetices  and  has  complied  with 

fv  1 1  /V1<  vr^mi  1  i'C*  ^  ^  /I  j_-1t  n  citt  /-ilx.  ir\r\  -ttv-v-4  /^t->  1  rt  -i-t  /d 

clli  O  LI  1 V  1  X vlvl  Li  11  vJlllVJll  Lib  ciy  UL/llLlILTL/liy  lUJ.  oTi UlT  IJcL  y  lllUj.lt o  clllvX 


f  Iv  n  ^  ^1^  rv 
LlliLL  lllL,' 


and  h 


1 -f  n  o 
tlT  tllU 


tion  for  pa^unent  are  eorre<4  and  trno,  to  the  best  of  his 


knowledge  and  belief,-  under  the 


of  the  Aet  of  March 


4j  -1909-,-  ae  amended  -(4S  dA  Sr  Oh  8'0}-:-  P-romded  f  urther, 
That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  availahle 
for  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  -Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  order  (hfo.  9069)  of 
Ecbmary  Ody  19427  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
ex-penses  of  any  regional  information  emplo3^ees  or  any 
State  or  county  infonnation  employees,  hut  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  informa  ■ 
tion  to  individual  farmersT  Pmmd.ed  furdier,-  That  no  funds 
shall  he  available  for  salaries  or  other  aclministrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  formulation  or  administration  of  any 
1948  program  of  soil  building  practices  and  sod-  and  water 
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praotiecpi,  under  ^  AH  el  F c^»ruar)^  1936, 
ae  amended,  er  programs  under  dre  Agric;ultural  Adjustment 
Aet  el  4938-  as  amended-,-  eseept  these  pertainh^g  te  market 
iftg  quetas  under  the  latter  Aet-:  Pmmded  further,  That  dm 
Seeretary  may,  in  his  diseretion,  frem  time  te  time  transler 
te  the  dreneral  -Aecounthig  Office  such  sums  as  may  he  neces- 
sary  te  pay  administrati-v-e  e^epenses  el  said  Office  in  auditing 
payments  under  this  items  Previded,  further j  That  such 
ameunt  shah  he  a¥ailablc  ler  the  purchase  el  seeds,-  Icrti- 
hmrsy  hffiCy  trees,  er  any  ether  farming  materials,-  er  any 
seil  terraeing  sereieesy  and  making  grants  thereof  te  agrh 
eultural  producers  te  aid  them  in  carrying  eut  farming 

•e** 

piuetiees  appreved  hy  the  Secretary  in  the  1947  pregram 
under  said  Aet  el  February  hffi  1936,  as  anrended :  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretaiy  is  authorized  and  directed  te  make 
payments  te  farmers  whe  ee-mplied  with  the  terms  and  een- 
ditiens  el  the  agricultural  censer¥atien  programs,  formulated 
pursuant  te  sections  4  te  FTy  inelusivey  el  the  Seh  Conscr¥ar 
tien  and  Fonrestie  -xVhetment  Aety  as  amended,  il  the  Scere 
ta^  detemnnes  thaty  heeause  el  induetien  inte  the  armed 
lerees  el  the  Fnhed  Statesy  such  farmers  failed  te  fficy  er  were 
pi'nv-entcd  Irem  ffiingy  applications  ler  payment  under  ar^ 
such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropri  ■ 
atien  ler  such  program  was  available  fw  obligation, 
such  payments  te  he  made  eut  el  the  unebligat-ed 
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fealanec"  of  tfee  ft|>propriation,  -‘Gonscrvation  asd  4fse 
of  Agiiculfoyaf  Land  Bosourcos-’,  m  Bie  Dopartmcnt  of 

t 

Lkat  an  application  foi=  payment  on  piH^scFibod  form  ia 
fdod  fey  aoy  snoB  farmer  -(or  Bio  person  onBtfed  fo  payment  in 
ease  of  death,  disappearance-,  or  incompetenc}^  of  the  farmer 
under  regnfations  issued  pnrsuant  to  seetion  385  of  the 
-Agrieidtnral  Adjustment  Aet  of  1938,  as  amended  -(T- 
Lt  8t  Ot7  1 910  editiouj  4-385)-)-  within  one  year  from  the 
date  of  his  diseharge  from  the  armed  forecs,  or  fey  ©eeemfeer 
dhj  4947,  wli-iebeeer  is  later:  P-r&mded  further,-  That 
no  part  of  any  fnnds  a¥ailafelc  to  the  department,  or 
any  fenreanj  office,  corporation j  or  other  agency  eonstitnting 
a  part  of  sneh  department  shall  fee  nsed  in  the  enrrent  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any 
person  who  has  feeen  convicted  of  ¥iolating  the  Aet  entitled 
AAn  Aet  to  prc¥ent  picrnieions  pohtieal  aetivitics^,  approved 
Attgnst  1939,  as  amended^  or  vdio  has  feeen  fonnd  m 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  seetion  fi  of  the  Aet  of 
duly  44^  1919  -(48  dr  8t  Or  2Q1) ,  to  have  violated  or 
attempted  to  violate  sneh  seetion  whieh  prohibits  the  nse  of 
Federal  appropriations  for  the  pa^mient  of  personal  services 

Memfeer  of  Gongvess  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  fey  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Mem- 
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bef  m  through  the  prefer  official  channels : 
further,  That  ^ffiere  faimer  particqmtion  in  the  program 
hi  aii¥  State,  region,  er  area,  is  net  sufficient  te  require  the  fuh 
amount  el  the  money  apportioned  thereto  any  sueh  sum  er 
sums  in  cscess  ef  sueh  reeuirement  shah  he  reannertioned  te 


iSj  regions,  er  areas  whesc  original  apportionments  ha^o 
net  been  sufficient  te  meet  sueh  requirements. 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the 
provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the 
preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such  displays 
at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the  United 
States;  $258,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  December 
31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  1947  programs  carried  out 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947, 
inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $27,500,000  of  the 
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total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  he  available  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative 
expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the 
peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphs,  however,  not  to  he  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not 
more  than  $7 ,080,813  shall  he  transferred  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  account,  ^^Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938” :  Provided  further.  That 
payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  he  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  he  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied 
with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments 
and  that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  8.  C.  80):  Provided 
further.  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Num¬ 
bered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees 
or  any  State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall 
not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of 
information  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further.  That 


1  such  amount  shall  he  available  for  salaries  and  other  ad- 

2  ministrative  ex'penses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and 

3  administration  of  the  1948  programs  ( amounting  to  $150 - 

4  000,000,  including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the 

5  basis  of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments 

6  and  grants  among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with 
1  their  conservation  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary: 

8  Provided  further.  That  the  proportion  going  to  a  State 

9  shall  not  be  changed  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946 
distribution  and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 

11  $500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-con- 

12  servation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936, 

1^  as  amended,  and  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adfust- 

11  ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants 

1^  under  such  program  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utiliza- 

10  tion  of  land  with  respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants 

1"^  are  to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming  practices  which 

10  will  encourage  and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and 

10  water-conserving  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective 

manlier  and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as 
91 

determined  and  approved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
99 

"  pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 

90 

Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States: 
94- 

Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion, 
95 

from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office 


59 


1  such  sums  as  may  he  necessary  to  pay  administrative  ex- 

2  penses  of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item: 

3  Provided  further,  That  such  amounts  shall  he  availahle  for 

4  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other 

5  farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  mak- 

6  ing  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in 

7  carrying  out  farming  practices  approved  hy  the  Secretary 

8  in  the  1947,  1948,  and  1949  programs  under  said  Act  of 

9  February  29,  1936,  as  amended:  Provided  further.  That 

10  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments 

11  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 

12  the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 

13  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 

14  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary  deter- 

15  mines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 

16  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented 

17  from  filing,  applications  for  payme7it  under  any  such  pro¬ 
'll  gram  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropriation  for 

19  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such  payme7its 

20  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  bala7ice  of  the  appropria- 

21  tion,  ‘^Conservation  and  use  of  agiucultural  land  resources’^ 

22  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946 : 

23  Provided  further.  That  an  application  for  payment  on  the 

24  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person 

25  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  in- 
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1 


competency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant 
to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  ; 

as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385))  within  one  ] 
year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  ■ 
or  by  December  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  provided  ‘ 
further,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment-,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency 
constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel 
expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating 
the  Act  entitled  ^^An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who 
has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits 
the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  personal 
services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner 
a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any 
Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

SuGAE  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions,  other  than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Philippine 
Islands,  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1100-1183),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
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1  Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 

2  1949:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  transfers) 

3  from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  pa3mients  to  sugar 

4  producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115. 

5  (43)^  A^-ie-NAL  Luycn  Aer 

6  Te  enable  tho  Secretary  ta  carry  ent  the  provisions 

7  of  the  National  School  launch  Act  of  June  4j  4040  (-Puhlle 

8  Law  390-)-,  $45^0007060-r  Provided,  Jhat  no  faiut  of  this 

9  appropriation  shall  he  usc4  for  matching  funds  from  sources 

10  within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunehesr 

11  (44)-ADMiyiSTnATioy  Age  to  ^Iauketing 


12 


Agheemexts 


13  Jier  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
11  administer  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
15  -Agreement  Aet  of  -4934  4h  Sv  fJ  608e  608d)  h 
^0  personal  services  in  the  Dishriet  of  Columbia,  $5257300.- 
11  Maeketing  Seevices 

1^  For  expenses  necessaiy,  including  not  to  exceed 
19  211,000  $2,286,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

“0  Columbia,  in  conducting  investigations,  experiments,  and 
^1  demonstrations,  as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  informa- 
21  tion  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial  move- 
Tnent,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
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prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
and  poultry  products  (^4Qy(i)idudiiifj  broilers),  fruits  and 
vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
(47)1^1-527,500  $1,566,250. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tions  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers 
and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition 
of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw, 
dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any  product  con¬ 
taining  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative  thereof  when 
offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received  at  such  im¬ 
portant  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  designate,  or  at  points  which  ma}^  be  conveniently 
reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  including  pa^^ment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  rea¬ 
sonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the 
service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform  stand¬ 
ards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 


63 


1  tliroiiglioiit  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber  as 

2  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) ,  and 
3)  for  liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition 

4  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agen- 

5  cies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pur- 

6  suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a),  of  the 

7  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  541b),  as  amended  by 

8  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law 

9  600),  and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and 

10  other  necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per 

11  diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away 
13  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing 

13  and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 

14  (48)$l,000j000  $1,100,000 :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 

15  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the 

16  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be 
l'^  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which  this  appropria- 
16  tion  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to 

19  amounts  transferred  or*  otherwise  made  availablo  to  appro- 

20  priation  items  in  this  Act. 

21  Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 

22  the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 

23  classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 

24  tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 

25  D.  S.  0.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
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and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  0.  516), 
$1,552,000. 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency, 
and  Standard  Container  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
approved  June  10,  1930,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a- 
499r) ,  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping 
of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  U.  S.  C. 
491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August 
31,  1916,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  and  the 
Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and 
splint  baskets  for  fruit  and  vegetables,  approved  May  21, 
1928  (15  U.  S.  C.  257-257i) ,  $294,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  b}^  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  F.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chapter 
14  of  the  Internal  Pevenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 
(26  F.  S.  C.  1920-1935) ,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro- 
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1  visions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved 

2  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65) ,  $1,399,000. 

3  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act:  To  carry  into  effect 

4  the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act, 

5  $1,128,000. 

6  United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the 

7  provisions  of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

8  Federal  Seed  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 

9  of  the  Act  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 

10  seeds;  to  require  labeling  and  to  prevent  misrepresentation 

11  of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce ;  and  to  require  certain 

12  standards  with  respect  to  certain  imported  seeds,  approved 

13  August  9,  1939,  as  amended  >  (7  U.  S.  C.  1561- 

14  1610),  $152,500:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of 

15  this  amount  may  be  used  for  meeting  the  share  of  the  United 

16  States  in  the  expenses  of  the  International  Seed  Testing 

17  Congress. 

18  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provi- 

19  sions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August 

20  15,  1921,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1935 

21  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

22  Naval  Stores  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 

23  of  the  Naval  Stores  Act  of  March  3,  1923  (7  U.  S.  C. 

24  91-99),  $41,000. 
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Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  C.  121-134),  for 
preventing  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  adul¬ 
terated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead  arsenates,  other 
insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating  traffic 
therein,  $293,500. 

Freight  rates  for  farm  products :  To  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1291) , 
$138,000. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary 
to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a),  including 
not  to  exceed  (49)$ 1 11,000  $153,000  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended;  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and 
Pubhc  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 
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Loans :  loans  niidoy  Title  I  euid  section  43,  $20,- 

000,000;  title  II,  $60,000,000. 

Mortgage  insurance  fund:  For  the  establishment  of  the 
farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I, 
$1,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing 
of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation 
of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
(51)$4S^O00,O0O  $24,000,000. 

All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  and  farm 
tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropriations 
and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of 
1946  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close 
of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provi- 
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sions  of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other 
evidences  thereof  and  all  obligations  constituting  the  securit}' 
therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes 
of  the  Reconstmction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due 
and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the 
time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid 
interest  through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30, 
1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no 
further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasmy  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  heu  of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance 
to  the  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of 
the  sums  which  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
theretofore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the 
Secretary.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  ad¬ 
vances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  pubhc-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Repayments 
to  the  Secretary  of  Treasui*y  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall 
be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 
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1  WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

2  AREAS 

2  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 

4  conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 

5  States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 

6  storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 

7  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5) ,  $1,750,000, 

8  of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  he  expended  for  per- 

9  sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Colunibia. 

10  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

11  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri- 

12  fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 

13  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  as  follows: 

14  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  in- 

15  (luding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 

16  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 

17  linancial  and  eredil  reports,  (52)$4,0()( M)( )()  $,i, 000, ()()(). 

18  Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and 

19  5  of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 

20  7  thereof,  (53)$2-^,O0i07O0t4  $250 ,000 ,000 ,  to  he  borrowed 

21  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the 

22  ])rovisions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

23  Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 

24  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
901-915),  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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‘‘Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  the,  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  in  such  amounts  in  the  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year 
commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine  to  be  i 

I 

necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest  ■ 
per  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections 
4  and  5  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
determine,  upon  the  security  of  the  o])ligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Administrator  appointed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Kural 
Electrification  Administration  established  by  Executive 
Order  Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947, 
shall  be  adjusted  to  the  interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for 
loans  made  after  June  30,  1947,  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provision:  Provided,  That  such  obligations  in¬ 
curred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and 
"distribution  lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a 
period  not  to  exceed  thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity 
of  such  obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 
wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition  and  installation  of 
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i  electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment  shall  not 
^  exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to 
4  ma^  all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments, 
h  and  to  do  aU  such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to 
h  effect  the  valid  transfer  and  assignment  to  the  Secretaiy  of 
the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations,  and  to  execute  such 
^  trust  instruments  as  shall  he  agreed  upon  by  the  Adminis- 
?  trator  and  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasuiy  providing  for  the 
holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
14  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the 
12  Administrator  heretofore  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
1^  Corporation  or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
14  Treasury.  All  rights,  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans 
made  or  authorized  to  be  made  to  the  Administrator  are,  as 
11  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
1^  Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author- 
1^  ized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  .30, 
2^  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary 

21  of  the  Treasuiy  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all 

22  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest, 
22  theretofore  made  to  the  Administrator  under  the  provisions 
24  of  this  Act,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof  and 
2^  all  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor.  The  Sec- 
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retary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruc-  •  ■ 
tion  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or  ; 

'5 

in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  ^ 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  loans  so 

*  t 

transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  through  June  30,  i 
1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances 
to  the  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  or  advance  to  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  3  (a) , 
any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  which 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  been 
authorized  and  dii'ected  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For 
the  purpose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pimsuant  to  this 
section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans 
or  advances  to  the  Admmistrator.  Repayments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

“Sec.  3.  (f)  All  moneys  representing  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall 
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be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans 
made  to  the  Administrator  by  the  Eeconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  upon  the 
payment  of  such  loans  aU  moneys  representing  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator 
shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.” 
FAEM  OEEDIT  ADMINISTEATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia ;  printing  and  binding ;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members 
of  organizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or 
transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals  and  news¬ 
papers;  hbrary  membership*  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a 
lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may 
be  made  in  advance;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12 
U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  garage  rental 
in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  payment  of  actual  transportation 
and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving,  while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the 
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United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  except  that  such  expenditures  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations,  banks,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or  regulated  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration;  in  aU,  $561,000. 
Collections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  832),  are  hereby  made  available  to 
reimburse  this  appropriation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and 
supervising  the  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  other 
organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  Of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  imless  such  loan 
or  advance  ( 1 )  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  thereto¬ 
fore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces- 
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sary  because  of  ecoiioiiiie  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  re¬ 
payment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit 
association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  b}"  law' 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the 
Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  trans¬ 
lators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emer¬ 
gency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 
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1  for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employment 

2  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricul- 

3  tiiral  Relations. 

4  Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail- 

5  able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act 

6  of  August  8,  1946  (Public  Law  658) . 

7  Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to 

8  the  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 

9  appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 

10  fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims 

11  pursuant  to  part  2  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  August 

12  2,  1946  (Public  Law  601). 

13  Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 

14  tliis  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any 

15  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 

16  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 

17  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  Tight  to  strike 

18  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  ad- 

19  vocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 

20  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 

21  force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof 

22  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evidence  that 

23  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrar}^  to  the 

24  provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the 

25  Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an 


1  organization  of  Govorninont  employees  that  asserts  the  right 

2  to  strike  against  the  ({overnnient  of  tlie  United  States,  oi; 

3  that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  inem])er 

4  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the, 

5  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence: 

6  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory 

7  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  designated  for  the 

8  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to  ad- 

♦ 

9  miinster  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  by 

10  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 

11  Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a 

12  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 

13  is  a  memher  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 
11  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 

15  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is^  a  mendjer 

16  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 

17  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  oi  violence 
16  and  accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which 
1^  are  paid  from  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title 
^6  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall 

21  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 

22  more  than  one  vear,  or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the 

23  above  penalty  clause  sball  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
21  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law.  Pio- 

vided  further.  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con- 
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stmed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  aii}^  person  employed 
for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergeney  work  in¬ 
volving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  he  made  to  such 
persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered 
in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  con¬ 
templated  by  this  section. 

(b^'ySEC.  (S’.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  he  expended  for. 
personal  services  under  appropriatiotts  in  this  Act  shall 
not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  December  21,  1944  ( Public  Laiv  525 ) . 

Sec.  (55)8  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  x4ppropriation  Act,  1948”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
the  Federal  CTop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal 
year,  namely; 

Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  (56)$l70(t0A)00  $5,000,000,  including  not  to 
exceed  $700  for  newspapers. 

Subscriptions  to  capital  stock,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Coi’])oration :  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
suhscribe  and  pay  for  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop 
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1  Insurance  Gorporation,  as  provided  in  section  504  of 

2  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1504), 

3  $10,000,000. 

4  Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  au- 

5  thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  tlie  limits  of 

6  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  cor- 

7  poration  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts 

8  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations 

9  as  provided  l)y  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation 

10  Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  cjirry  out  the  })rogTams 

11  set  forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each 
12,  such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

13  Commodit}’  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
II  shall  he  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
15  Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
Id  authorized  by  law:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
*7  $8,450,000  shall  be  availal)le  for  administrative  expenses  of 

IS  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  periodicals, 

19  maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 

20  penalty  mail:  Provided,  further,  That  all  necessary  expenses 
21-  (including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 

22  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 

23  connection  with  the  acapnsition,  operation,  maintenance, 
improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  nail  or  })ersonal  property 
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belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest, 
including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall 
be  considered  as  nonadniinistrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 
hereof. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  of  this  title 
shall  l)e  used  for  any  crop  insurance  operations  other  than 
the  continuation  of  the  trial  crop  insurance  program,  as 
authorized,  and  ex])enses  necessary  in  the  liquidation  of 
insurance  (‘ontracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  cro])s  of  wheat, 
cotton,  and  flax  (57);  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  to  insure  any  1948 
or  subsequent  crop  except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred 
and  thirty-three  counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty- 
seven  counties,  in  accordance  with  section  508  ( a)  (1)  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  and  five  addi¬ 
tional  crops  in  1948  under  the  provisions  of  section  508  (a) 
(2)  of  said  Act,  as  amended,  including  coni  and.  tobacco  in 
not  to  exceed  fifty  counties  each  and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed 
fifty-six  counties,  unless  otherwise  provided,  by  legislation. 

Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 
specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern- 
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inent  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  ap- 
])licable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  III— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  section  32,  Piil)- 
lic  Law  Numbered  320,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved 
August  24,  1935,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition 
612  (c)),  not  more  than  (58)$40,000,000  $48,000,000 
shall  be  available  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1948,  for  use  in  effectuating  the  purposes  of  that  Act. 
(59)T!o  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1.940  (Public  Late 
890) ,  there  is  hereby  made  available  $78 ,000 ,000  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  by  .section  82  of  the  Act 
approved  Auyust  24,  1985  (7  U.  S.  C.  012  (c)),  such 
amount  to  be  without  reyard,  to  the  25  per  centum  limitation 
contained  in  said  section  82,  and  to  be  exclusive  of  funds 
expended  in  accordance  ivith  the  last  sentence  of  section  9 
of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act.  The  remainder  of  the 
fund  appropriated  by  said  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  is 
hereby  rescinded  effective  July  1,  1947,  and  shall  be  carried 
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1  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury  immediately 

2  thereafter. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  May  28,  1947. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  July  14  (legislative 
day,  July  10) ,  1947. 

Attest:  CARL  A.  LOEEELER, 

Secretary. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 


OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRlCUUtURE 

igriCE  OE  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE  Issued  i6,  l9j^T 

livision  of  Legislative  Ilcports  -  j.-  -  Eor  actions  of  July  15t  19^7 

Por  Department  staff  only)  ;  SOth.— 1st,  No.  135 

CONTENTS 


'^Ijpicultural  appropriation 

1 . 1 

ipl^riations.  .1,2, 13,1^T7 » IS 
Jiiry^^dustry . . . 32 

Iijn  pr^ran . 24a 

Iiood  conivrol ............28 

;>od,  inspeW^ion . ..26 

!)reign  affax^ . .l6 

,'>rests  and  f  o^stry .  - .  .3»S 

j'msing.  •. . . . . .  .21,23*37 


Lands . 19  Prices,  support 

Lands ,  fam . . 31  Qparant ine ,  plant 

Lands,  reclena-tion.  . . 11  E.P.C....... . •.*32,25 

Legislative  pro  gran. . 21  Regional  auth-ority.^^. .  «34 

Loans,  fam* . .29,36  Research.. . •^•<>9»15 

Marketing..*.... . l6,38  Snail  husiness.  .  *10*  j)5 


Sugar 
Water  utili 
Veterans^ 
Wool 


;io: 


21 

n . 33 

hep<6fi.ts.20,25,29,36 
5,30 


Monopolies . 35 

Peanuts . 7 

Personnel. . . 4,10,12,  20 

Prices. . . .'27 
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IGHLIGHTS;  House  s^t  agricultural  appropriatioh’ hill  to  confor^ce*  House  passed 
!(lill  to  pernit  agencies  to  neet  payrolls  for  first  half  of  Jul^  House  passed  hill 
Ifeo  pernit  sale  of  tiri^r  in  Tongass  J’orest*  House  passed  eradoyecs’  loyalty  hill. 
iSbuse  connittees  report^yd  \;rool  hill  v;ithout  inport— control^pro  vis  ion,  hill  to  limit 
lentry  of  nursery  stock,  hSll  to  amend  various  pcanut-quol^  provisions,  hill  to  abol¬ 
ish  Jackson  Hole  Monument  a^d  retiirn  lands  to  Porest  Sqi'vice,  and  hill  to  change 
ibasis  for  20^  market ing-reseWch  requirement.  Both  Hpuses  agreed  to  conference  re¬ 
port  on  legislative  appropriat\pn  hill.  Rep.  Hope  introduced  hill  to  authorize  Agri¬ 
culture  Committee  to  investigate'\agricultural  natters.  Senate  passed,  independent 
offices  appropriation  hill*  Sen.  Williams  said  GCC  was  responsible  for  '^technical 
corner’’  on" vrheat  market  and  discussd^d  Government  marketing  operations* 

\ 


AGRICULTURAL  APPEDPRIAT ION  BILL..  Reps.  Dirksen,  Plumley,  Andersen,  Horan,. 
Phillips  of  Calif.,  Cannon,  Whitten,  and  Sheppard  were  appointed  conferees  on 
this  hill,  H.  R.  360I  (p.  9103).  Senate  conferees  vrere.  appointed  July  14* 

ThSoRART  APPROPRIATIONsT^~Passed  withou  amen^ent' H.  Jo'"S'sl  240,' 
as  follo\^s:  ’’Resolved,,  etc.^,  That  there  are  he^y  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,\such  amounts  as  may  he  • 
necessary  to  meet  pay  rolls  (obligations  for  viiich^ere  incurred  in  accordance^ 
vath  section  102  of  tl>e  Second  Urgent  Deficiency  App^^riatioh  Act,  1947,  Public 
Law  161)  for  pay  peri^ods  ending  prior  to  July  16,  194TS^royid_^,  That  esq^endi- 
tures  hereunder  shsdl  he  charged  to  the  appropriate  apprto>riations  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  1948  made”  (p.  9117)® 

PORESTS.  as  reported  H*  J,  Reso  205,  to.  authorize  sal eSp^  timber  in  t^o 

Tongass  Nati^al  Porest,  Alaska,  in  such  a  way  as  to^  facilita-bdSpulp  production 
in  view  of)^he  aboriginal  claims  of  Indians  (p.  9094).  A  similars^easure,  S,  J* 
Res.  llH,f  has  been  reported  in  the  Senate.  . 

EMPLO'^S'  LOYALTYo  Passed,  319-61,  with  amendments  H,  R.  3S13»  which^^ovides 
for^^Cpreliminary  loyalty  check  on  all  Pederal  employees  and  job  applica^s  by 
t^te  Civil  Service  Commission  and  an  investigation  by  PBI  of  adverse  findiil^, 
to  action  by  a  5‘“^cmher  Pederal  Loyalty  Review  Board,  whoso  findings 
fact  are  to  he  final  (ppo  91lS-56)o  A  motion  to  recommit  the  hill  to  provid? 
for  aupealto  the  Court  of  Appeals  \^ras  rejected  133-248o 


—  2** 

4a.  TVA- COOPERATIVES.  Rccoivcd  from  this  Dcpartnent  a  proposed  hill  to.  pravi(ia-"j^oir  litjs  J 
dation  of  Tenn. Valley  Coop. Inc. ,t)y  USDA;  to  Agriculture  Connittee  (p.  91^3) • 

WL-PRICE  SUPPORTS*  The  .Agriculture  Connittee  reported  without  anendnent  ^ 

,  -l^iiflS,  the  wool  liill  which  is  the  same  as  the  vetoed  hill  except  for  eliniq^ioi 
■ofNfche  inport-control  provisions  (H,  Rept.  920)(p*  91634 

6,  PlAilT  ^AEIAETIEE*  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendments  SC  332»  to 

authori^^a  USPA  to  limit  importation  of  nursery  stock  to  that  needed Jkr  propaga 
■tlon  and^equire  that  such  stock  he  grown  in  post-entry  quarantine^o  determine 
'/‘whether  itSls  irifested  or  infected  (H„  Reptr  92l)(p.  9l63) 

7.  PEAEUT  CJJOTAS^^  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  anei^l^ent  H,  R,  4l24, 

to  amend  peanu\rquota  provisions  hy  providing  that  the  farm  ^rketihg  quota ' 
shall  he  the  ac^al  production  of  the  farm  acreage  allotnei^ and  that  no  peanut; 
shall  he  market edSunder  the  quota  for  any  farm,  other_  than^eahuts  actually  pro¬ 
duced  on  the  family  changing  the  excess-r-iarkcting  penally  to  50^  basic 

loan  rate;  and  hy.ne^dhg  peanuts  subject  to  quotas  evenAhough  mrketed  before 
the  beginning  of  the  marketing  year,  with  penalties  f^  false  statements  regard-; 
ing  this  (H.  Rept.  922Xppo  9l63-4). 


PORESTS.  The  Public  Lands 'Hi^mnittec.  reported  wi th^nc ndne nt  s  H*  R,  I330f 
abolish  the  Jackson  Hole  National  Monument  and  p^Aurn  certain  forest  lands  to 
the  Forest  Service  (H*  Rept«^l4)(po  9l63)* 

9*  RESEARCHa  The. Agriculture  Conni^ee  report edA'/ithout  anendnent  H.  R.  4ll0,  which 
amends  the  Research  and  Marketing^ct  of  1^^  by  providing  tha,t  not  loss  than 
20^  of  the  funds  ’’appropriated'’,  r^hcr/tiian  those  “’authorized  to  be  approproat- 
ed”,  for  general  research  shall  be  uied^y  the  State  agricultural  experiment 
stations  for  conducting  marketing  resaA’ch  approved  by  the  Department  (H.  Rept< 

.  930)(p.  9164). 

/f 

lOo  PERSOIilTFLo  The  Interstate  and  Foi^ign  Co^erce  Connittee  reported  v/ithout  amend¬ 
ment  S.  Con.  Res*  l4,  favoring  /air  representation  of  small  businessmen  on 
polic3'‘-making  bodie$  created  b(f  Executive  anointments  (H.  Rept*  929) (p®  9i64). 

‘  Jr 

11,  RECLAl'IATIOE,  The  Public  Lands.  Connittee  reported  without  anendnent  H,  Res*  244, 
for  investigations  lookir^ to  provision  of  addit^nal  water  for  southern  Calif, 
and  the  Colo.  River  Basi4  (H,  Rcpt*  9l6)(p*  9l63) 

^ This.  Committee,  remj^r ted  v;ithout  amendment  H,  3634,  to  authorize  a  pro¬ 
ject  for  rehab il it a'ti/n  of  certain  works  of  the  Fort^unner  irrigation  district 
in  E.  Mexo  (H*  Rept/924)Cp*  9l64), 

/c 

jy  • 

12*  C I VIL- SERVICE -iRETDREiffiEr *  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a^^^solution  providing 
for  consideration  of  H*  R,  4127.  omnibus  retirement  bi^  (p,  9l63)* 
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LEG-ISIATI'VE  A^RDPRIATIOE  BILL*  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  cori^rence  report  on 
this  bill, //r.  3993  (pp,  9069-70,  9109-10)0  This  bill  will  \w  be  sent  to 
the  Presi^ento 


l4.  EAVAL  A^EDPRIATIOE  bIlLo  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  repdlli^  on  this 
.  ,bill.^/a«  R*  3493  (pp»  9070“1,  9104— 9)»This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  t]^  President. 
/  '  ' 

15c  research.  HoR,  4102j  as  r(^orted  (sec  Digest  13l) ,  creates  a  Eationad  bflacnce 
Foundation  of  24  members  to  bo  appointed  by.  the  President  and  confirmed  bV  the 
Senate,  to  formulate,  develop,  and  establish  a  national  policy  for  promotib»n  of 
fundamental  research  and  education  in  the  sciences  and  to  correlate  its  bcica— 
tific  programs  mth  those  undertalcen  by  individuals  and  by  public  and  private^ 
research  groups;  provides  for  an  executive  connittee  of  the" Foundation  and  a 
Director  to  be  appointed  by  the  Foundation;  establishes  an  interdepartmental 
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The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  admlnisH 
tratlok  of  the  immigration  and  naturaliza 
tlon  Iws,  the  Attorney  General  is  hereby 
authorlzM  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful 
admlssion^or  permanent  residence  of  Eric 
Seddon  as  V  June  26,  1946,  and  the  said 
Eric  Seddon^hall,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  be 
deemed  to  hav^^een  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  Statea^or  permanent  residence. 
Upon  the  enactmeiXof  this  act  the  Secretary 
of  State  shall  inst^ct  the  proper  quota- 


t  one  number  from 
first  year  that  the 


control  officer  to  dedt 
the  Spanish  quota  of  tl 
said  quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  Ni  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was^ad  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  was  laid  on  the  tab! 

The  SPEAKER.  This  concludes  the 
call  of  the  Private  Calendar. 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcommit^ 
tee  on  Home  Rule  of  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  may  meet  until 
12  o’clock  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  if  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  to  go  to  conference  today  on  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
bill,  and  if  not,  at  what  time  conference 
will  probably  be  held. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  matter  is  in 
process  at  the  present  time.  It  depends 
somewhat  on  the  convenience  of  the 
Senate.  We  are  endeavoring  to  arrange 
a  conference.  Possibly  it  will  come  to¬ 
morrow  morning,  as  near  as  I  can  tell 
now. 

Mr.  CANNON.  There  is  likelihood 
that  the  conference  report  on  that  bill 
can  be  filed  during  the  current  week? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  hope  so. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  REEVES  asked  and  was  given  per/ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  MacKinnon  asked  and  wa^.4iven 
permission  to  extend  his  remark^  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editor!^ 

Mr.  KEATING  asked  andywas  given 
permission  to  extend  his  reoiarks  in  the 
Record.  / 

Mr.  McCOWEN  aske^-^ind  was  given 
permission  to  extend  1^  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  series  of  resolu¬ 
tions  adopted  by  tl;)^  Manchester  Post, 
American  Legion. 

Mr.  EVINS  askfed  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  ext^d  his  remarks  in  the 
■■BKflMH,ai;iri  inrJiidp  ailRtf.Rr... — — — --- 

AGRICULTURE  APPROPRIA’nON  BILL, 
1948— SENT  TO  CONFERENCE 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 


with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Dirksen,  Plumley, 
H.  Carl  Andersen,  Horan,  Phillips  of 
California,  Cannon,  Whitten,  and  Shep¬ 
pard. 

RPEflTAT.  nT?ATJTTr.r> 


Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a§k 
unanimous  consent  that  on  tomorrow 
after  the  disposition  of  business  on  the 
Speaker’s  desk  and  the  conclusion  of  spe¬ 
cial  orders  heretofore  granted  I  may  ad¬ 
dress  the  House  for  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
he  remarks  I  expect  to  make  in  Com- 
ittee  of  the  Whole  today  and  Include 
ce^ain  quotations. 

e  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectiom^o 
the  r^uest  of  the  gentleman  from^li- 
nois?  \  / 

ThereNvas  no  objection.  / 

Mrs.  LuiSK  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  \xtend  her  rem^l^s  in  the 
Record  at  thApoint. 

Mrs. '  LUSK.  ^^r.  Spea^r,  the  action 
of  the  House  la^  wee^in  passing  the 
terminal-leave-paXbitf  was  very  gen¬ 
erous  and  proved  th^deep  appreciation 
felt  by  the  people  country  for  the 

service  rendered/4)y  ^embers  of  the 
armed  forces,  ^ut  thisNaction  has  not 
relieved  the  c^ntry  of  itsN^ll  responsi¬ 
bility  for  consideration  of  ^e  needs  of 
our  veteran.  At  the  openin^ession  of 
this  Con^ss  when  our  commit^e  began 
to  hold  parings  on  the  various  oWs  that 
were  presented,  the  fact  became  ^par¬ 
ent  Uiat  one  of  the  most  pressing  ^pb- 
lems  of  veterans  at  this  time  was  \ie 
fed  for  increased  subsistence  allowan^ 
fer  veterans  who  are  continuing  their^ 
/’education  under  the  GI  bill  of  rights. 
At  that  time  I  was  inclined  to  oppose 
any  such  increase,  however  at  this  time 
I  am  wholeheartedly  in  favor  of  the  in¬ 
crease  proposed  by  the  action  of  the  Vet¬ 
erans  Committee. 

My  changed  attitude  is  the  result  of 
the  close  study  given  to  the  proposal  by 
the  Subcommittee  on  Education  and  Re¬ 
habilitation.  Many  student  veterans  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  subcommittee  to  tes¬ 
tify,  and  in  addition,  I  was  fortunate  in 
having  informal  conversations  with  these 
young  men  and  women  at  their  schools. 
I  wish  to  say  that  my  contacts  with  these 
students  impressed  me  deeply.  Their 
sincerity  of  purpose  in  continuing  their 
education,  their  devotion  to  their  coun¬ 
try  and  its  Government,  their  funda¬ 
mental  belief  and  faith  in  our  economic 
system  of  free  enterprise  and  their  de¬ 
sire  to  take  their  place  within  its  frame¬ 
work — all  these  impressions  left  me  with 
the  conviction  that  any  investment  we 
make  now  in  their  future  will  be  repaid 
to  their  Government  and  to  their  coun- 
!try  with  untold  extra  dividends. 


;  I  am  proud  to  report  to  you  that  the- 
!vast  majority  have  an  instinctive  dislike 
I  of  being  considered  Government  charts, 
j  Their  sentiment  and  predisposition^to- 
I  ward  independence  is  very  strongy^hey 
idid  not  ask  originally  for  the  GJr  bill  of 
jiights,  but  they  are  grateful  for  the  op¬ 
portunity  the  provisions  of  Uns  bill  has 
given  them;  a  majority  ideated  that 
without  it,  they  would  not ifeve  been  able 
to  continue  their  studies."*^  And  yet,  it  is 
an  unfortunate  fact  that  at  the  present 
time,  many  are  beinjr  forced  to  discon¬ 
tinue  their  studies  jflmply  because  their 
income  is  not,  ev^  with  the  aid  of  the 
subsistence  allo^nce,  sufficient  to  meet 
their  expense^ 

One  imm^iate  reaction  to  such  a 
statement  ^ that  the  veteran  should  act 
independ^tly  to  raise  his  income  to  meet 
his  neecyf  But  many  are  doing  just  that, 
and  a^ still  unable  to  meet  their  finan¬ 
cial  requirements.  The  reason  lies  in  a 
of  factors,  including  the  period 
most  of  them  have  been  in  school, 
the  great  numbers  of  students  enrolled 
%ho  want  outside  employment,  in  the 
keen  competition  among  the  students 
and  the  raising  of  standards  by  many 
schools,  and  in  others  which  I  shall 
discuss. 

The  increased  cost  of  living  needs  lit¬ 
tle  further  discussion  at  this  time  to  this 
House  to  indicate  its  importance  and  how 
it  has  made  so  desperate  the  plight  of 
low-income  groups.  The  gentlewoman 
from  California  dramatically  illustrated 
not  long  ago  in  this  House  the  effect  of 
the  increase  on  the  price  of  food.  I  do 
not  now  propose  to  discuss  why  prices 
are  high.  I  do  point  out  that  one  of 
the  most  inequitable  and  harmful  re¬ 
sults  of  high  prices  is  that  the  student 
veteran’s  income  is  insufficient  to  cover 
his  expenses,  and  it  is  a  result  which  we, 
as  Members  of  this  Congress,  are  in  a 
position  to  remedy.  It  is  well  for  us  to 
remember  during  this  discussion  that 
the  present  cost  of  staying  in  college  is 
now  almost  double  the  same  cost  in 
1939 — and  many  times  greater  than  col¬ 
lege  expenses  of  most  Members  when 
they  were  students. 

Not  only  are  all  costs  much  higher, 
put  the  competition  for  the  various  jobs 
/ailable  is  much  keener.  We  are  all 
awre  that  the  average  college  is  located 
in  Relatively  small  town  which  boasts 
few  nudustries.  Due  to  the  limitations 
of  timXand  space,  the  student  seeking 
employiRnt  usually  works  either  for  the 
school  or\n  some  small  establishment 
offering  sendees  to  the  other  students. 
Class  scheduPiig  prevent  working  full  time 
during  the  usdi^l  hours  of  employment. 
And  nothing  nftw  is  revealed  when  I 
point  out  that  tne  wage  scale  for  this 
intermittent  emplotonent  is  well  below 
the  national  average\ 

Related  closely  to  thbjgeneral  problem, 
of  great  importance  in  Rs  discussion,  is 
a  consideration  which  \fias  received 
much  too  little  attention  Ren  its  true 
effect  is  recognized.  BasicaR,  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  enlarged  enrollment  has 
presented  the  schools  an  opporWiity  to 
raise  their  standards  without  aRcting 
enrollment,  and  the  raising  of  standards 
increases  the  amount  of  time  reqifvred 
for  preparation  of  classroom  work.  This 
is  not  to  be  understood  as  criticism  of 
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the  schools  themselves;  it  Is  merely  a 
statement  of  fact  as  much  the  result  of 
the.  desire  of  the  mature  veteran  student 
to  tdiie  advantage  of  his  opportunity  as 
of  th^^atural  desire  of  the  school  to  set 
and  ma'intain  a  high  degree  of  scholar¬ 
ship.  Vihr^atever  the  cause,  the  time  for 
outside  employment,  if  it  could  be  found, 
has  been  prbportionately  lessened. 

What  I  hai%  just  discussed  is  appli¬ 
cable  alike  to  'tangle  and  married  stu¬ 
dents,  indicating'toat  the  difficulties  are 
general,  not  isolat^to  certain  campuses 
or  certain  types  oK  students.  Further 
indicated  is  a  potentSargument  for  in¬ 
crease  regardless  of  ma'fctal  status.  But 
it  is  well  recognized  tha^-the  difficulties 
of  the  single  student  are  iwt  as  pressing 
and  grave  as  those  of  the  Jparried  stu¬ 
dent  veteran;  it  is  at  once  obvious  that 
the  responsibility  of  maintaining  a  home 
and  a  family  magnifies  the  dil^ylty  in 
this  matter  of  school  expense. 

Rents,  as  we  all  know,  are  not  Jow, 
even  when  housing  can  be  obtained;  -in 
the  future  they  will  be  at  least  15  per¬ 
cent  higher  in  many  instances.  Far  too' 
often  exhorbitant  rents  are  charged  for  \ 
totally  inadequate  housing.  It  is  true 
that  many  colleges  have  attacked  this 
problem  frontally,  have  made  much 
progress  in  obtaining  the  necessary  hous¬ 
ing  for  their  veteran  students.  But  there 
are  still  far  too  many  married  students — 
and  single  students,  too — whose  housing 
situation  is  desperate.  This  factor,  cou¬ 
pled  with  the  high  prices  previously  men¬ 
tioned,  disillusions  the  married  veteran, 
and  has  forced  far  too  many  of  them  to 
discontinue  their  education.  Particu¬ 
larly  is  this  true  in  the  case  of  the  mar¬ 
ried  veteran  who  is  also  a  parent.  It  is 
impossible  for  his  wife  to  assist  him  with 
the  family  income,  as  it  sometimes  is 
possible  when  there  are  no  children. 

On  this  subject  of  the  wife  working,  I 
have  been  appalled  to  hear  callous  state¬ 
ments  to  the  effect  that  the  married  vet¬ 
eran  should  not  be  having  a  hard  time 
because  is  wife  should  be  helping  him. 

It  is  basically  wrong  for  us  to  assume 
that  the  wife  has  duty  to  help  sup¬ 
port  the  family.  The  choice  of  working 
should  be  hers,  but  the  duty  should  not. 
Her  moral  support  of  her  husband,  her 
obligation  for  management  of  the 
home — though  I  refer  to  home-making 
with  a  realization  that  some  of  the  so- 
called  houses  have  few  of  the  attributes 
which  the  men  who  fought  this  war  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  forced  to  call  homes — are 
full-time  tasks  and  all  her  Government 
has  a  right  to  assume  she  should  do. 
Her  prime  responsibility  at  this  early 
period  of  her  married  life  is  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  her  home  smd  care  of  chil¬ 
dren.  By  so  doing,  st»e  assists  immeas- 
irrably  in  solving  ong'of  our  major  prob¬ 
lems  today — the  battle  against  juvenile 
delinquency  and  its  attendant  evils,  by 
by-products  of.  economic  desperation 
and  the  lack  of  a  well-integrated  home 
unit.  So,  ani^  suggestion  that  the  stu¬ 
dent  veteran’s  wife  should  work  has  no 
place  in  irhis  discussion,  as  a  factor  to 
influence  our  action,  except  Insofar  as  it 
indicates  that  the  subsistence  allowance 
should  be  raised. 

It  is  now  appropriate  to  consider  the 
position  of  the  Government.  The  action 
by  the  Congress  in  passing  the  GI  bill 


of  rights  will  live  long  as  one  of  the  most 
beneficial  pieces  of  legislation  ever 
formulated.  The  legislation  reflects  the 
desire  of  a  grateful  people  to  reward  the 
men  and  women,  who,  by  their  valor  and 
sacrifice  preserved  this  Government 
from  a  powerful  enemy.  The  reward 
was  of  a  practical  nature,  designed  to 
assist  those  who  chose  to  accept  it  in 
the  complicated  business  of  demobiliza¬ 
tion  and  return  to  civilian  life.  But  the 
phase  with  which  we  are  presently  con¬ 
cerned  is  the  opportunity  to  continue  an 
interrupted  education.  This  particular 
educational  reward  was  complemented 
by  providing  “on-the-job  training”  to 
reach  the  situation  of  every  veteran. 
But,  most  significant,  the  legislation  was 
neither  requested  nor  demanded  by  the 
men  and  women  it  benefits. 

What  is  important  now  is  what  the 
veteran  who  accepts  the  benefits  of¬ 
fered  was  led  to  understand  at  the  time 
of  making  that  acceptance,  from  a  finan¬ 
cial  point  of  view.  Obviously,  it  was 
not  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
subsidize  his  whole  education.  But,  the 
^general  understanding  is  that  the  $65 
and  the  $90  as  authorized  by  the  GI 
bill  was  intended  to  defray  the  very 
basic  and  necessary  expenses  as  of  the 
time  It  was  passed.  In  other  woi'ds,  the 
veterart  entered  school  believing  that 
the  allowance  was  designed  to  defray 
the  essential  expenses,  based  on  a  stand¬ 
ard  set  at  fbe  time  the  bill  was  passed. 
Having  mad^this  offer  upon  which  he 
relied,  there  i\  an  obligation — a  very 
real  moral  oblivion  to  which  we  ca,n- 
not  be  blind — updn  the  Government  to 
see  that  the  serious  "i^nbalance  caused  by 
inflation  does  nobmake  the  gift  a  hollow 
one.  / 

The  stark  feet  facing  ^is  is  that  the 
gift  is  hollow  for  too  man^  ,of  those  who 
relied  upon  its  adequacy,  'l^ome,  with¬ 
out  outside  help  upon  which  td^.i:ely,  have 
been  fqpfced  to  leave  school,  their  educa¬ 
tion  incomplete  and  their  savifigs  de¬ 
pleted  seriously  or  gone  in  a  vain  a^mpt 
to  remain.  Too  many  of  those  whb  do 
remain  will  leave  their  school  as  gr^- 
uates  with  few  pleasant  memories,  with, 
a  sense  of  having  been  let  down,  and\ 
with  seriously  depleted  savings — unless 
we  act  to  remedy  the  situation  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  allowances  now  in  effect. 

Political  considerations  should  not  be 
allowed  to  intrude  on  the  consideration  of 
a  problem  so  important  as  this,  just  as 
politics  were  forgotten  during  the  war. 
After  all,  we  are  dealing  with  a  situation 
which  is  an  aftermath  of  that  war,  posing 
one  question  and  one  answer.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is.  Shall  we  act  with  a  sense  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  toward  the  Government’s  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  student  veteran’s  future, 
realizing  what  was  offered  by  the  legisla¬ 
tion  upon  which  he  relied  and  the  inade¬ 
quacy  of  that  legislation  in  the  light  of 
the  present  economic  situation?  The 
only  answer  is  in  the  affirmative. 

That  answer  should  be  even  more  em¬ 
phatically  affirmative  when  we  remember 
that  our  keystone  of  democratic  liberty  is 
an  enlightened  citizenry.  That  answer 
should  be  emphatically  in  the  affirmative 
because  a  contract  made  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  at  stake,  it  would  ill  become  this 
Congress  to  break  the  faith  which  is  rep¬ 


resented  in  that  contract.  Let  us,  then, 
show  our  faith  with  financial  assistance 
to  those  men  who  showed  their  faith  in  us 
by  their  blood,  sweat,  toil,  and  tears.  We 
shall  have  shirked  a  duty  if  we  do  less. 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1948 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
H.  H.  3493,  a  bill  making"  appropriations 
for  the  Navy  Department  and  naval  serv¬ 
ices  for  the  fiscal  yellr  ending  June  30, 
1948,  and  for  oth^'  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent'  that  the  statement  of 
the  managers  onthe  part  of  the  House  be 
read  in  lieu  of  tfte  report. 

The  Clerk  rfead  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEiAtCER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ver¬ 
mont? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  July  11, 
1947.) 

Mr.  PLUMLEY  (interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  statement) .  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
report  was  printed  in  the  Record  of  Fri¬ 
day,  July  11,  1947,  and  has  been  available 
to  the  Members  for  3  days.  I  suggest 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  continuing 
the  reading  of  the  statement,  and,  there¬ 
fore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
fui'ther  reading  of  the  statement  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ver¬ 
mont? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  what  is  the  amount 
provided  for  research  in  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment? 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will 
undertake  to  answer  that  question  in  my 
general  statement  in  discussion  of  the 
bill  as  a  whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ver¬ 
mont? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Navy  Department  appropriation  bill  for 
^1948,  £*  it  corhes  out  of  conference,  car- 
Hps  total  new  appropriations  of  $3,268,- 
76000,  which  is  $133,285,000  more  than 
the^mount  which  was  approved  as  the 
HousS^assed  the  bill  on  May  20,  and  is 
$43,27^1^0  below  the  amount  as  it  passed 
the  Senate.  In  addition,  transfers  were 
authorizeo'of  approximately  $164,000,000. 

However,  House  Conferees  have 
agreed  to  th^roposal  of  the  Senate  to 
rescind  a  total'.of  $403,575,000  of  1946 
and  1947  fimds,  d'  large  portion  of  which 
would  have  been  sptot  had  it  not  been  for 
the  rescission  in  tit^^  H  in  the  pending 
bill.  It  is  estimated  that  at  least  $161,- 
000,000  of  the  rescissions  represents  an 
actual  reduction  in  the  program  and  the 
balance,  $242,575,000  is  in  a  ferge  amount 
composed  of  funds  that  prolfebly  would 
have  lapsed  into  the  Treasury  in  any 
event. 

Assuming  that  only  the  $161,000,000 
was  a  program  reduction,  we  thus  have 
a  situation  where  the  conference  report 
provides  an  eventual  expenditure  of 
about  $28,000,000  less  than  would  have 
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pending  appropriations  and  legislative  appro-pr iat^n  hill. 
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ASRICOITUBAL  APPEDPEIATIOH  Bill.  Received  the  conference  f 

H.  E.PSOI  Cpp.  9369-72).  The  report  is  tentatively  scheduled  to  he  considered 

*°'^Tho  follovlng  Itons  wore  anong  those  reported  in  disagreenents  Agriraltural 
conservation  progran,  sbhool  lunch  prograB,  farn-tenant  loans,  neat  inspection, 

""""^JJe^cL^erenorr'e^oA'pLvides  for  $225,000,000  for  nral-eleotrifioation 
loans  000,000  for  crop- insurance  aariinistration,  $9,000,000  for  a 

ItoShng  Act  wUh  cLnges  in  itens.  $2,125,000;  for  tho 
$2,000,000  for  BAE  economic  investigations,  $503,000  for  OFAR,  $5? 

RSA  salaries  and  expehses,  $1,000,000  for  flood  controlo  _  . 

(A  more  detailed  statement  will  he  sent  to  you  later  today.) 

GOVEEUliENT  CORPOR^ IONS  APPROPRIATION  BILLo  Reps. 

Okla' ,  Coudert^ohon,  Gore,  and  Whitten  were  appointed  conf^ees  on  this  h  , 
H.  Ro  3756  (p/9353) »  Senate  conferees  wore  appointed  July  it 

3o  BEFICIENCY^PROPRIA-TION  BILLo  Rep.  Taher, '■N.  Y. ,  tak- 

•  that  th^;  deficiency  hill,  which  will  prohahly  he  reported  to day\may 
en  up /mediately  and  that  points  of  order  he  waived  ^pc  93b9;- 

4.  EESE/feCH.  Reps'.  Wolverton,  Hinshaw,  Howell,  Priest,  and  Harris 

’i^rces  on  S.  526,  to  create  a  National  Science  Foundation  <p.  p3..  Sa^ate 

UtS.  and  klendcr,(i-)'o  9295).  The  hill  as  passed  hy  the  House  is^  printed  in  ... 
Record  (ppr.  9292-5) <> 


n 


-2- 


)3  WAR  POlffiRS.  Passed  with  anendnents  S.  Res.  123,  to  repeal  certain  V'^ar  ai 
emergency  pox^rers  (pp*  331 3’’! ) «  A  list  of  items  of  interest  to  this  Deoartj 
will  appear  in  tomorrow's'  Digest. 

6*  P00(J^Ain>-M0UTH  LISEASEo  Repo  Gillicj  Ind® »  inserted  and  discussed  the^^port  c 
hisNsuhcommittee  on  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  campaign  in  Mexico »  She  report 
recoiWnds  (l)  that  operations  he  speeded  up,  (2)  that  funds  he  mad^vailahle ' 
imnediHtely  to  enable  the  campaign  to  he  pursued  at  the  highest  sr^^d  and 
intensivSfi  (3')  that  there  he  created  the  office  of  executive  director  to  have 
charge  ofNthe  entire'  campaign,  (4)  tha.t  the  campaign  he  carrie^^n  on  its 
present  'ha^  south  of  the  Tampico- Co  lima  military  quarantine^inc,  (5)  that 
USDA  imncdia\ely  assign  the  best  man  available  to  get  exist^  packing  plants 
in^ northern  M^co  into  operations,  etc*,  and  (6)  that  aliyfnfcctcd  or  exposed 
animals  he  killed  and  buried  as  rapidly  a,s  possible*  (p]y  937S-glo) 

7*  MIKERALS.  Debated  HLR,  l602»  to  provide  for  a  National^Iincrals  Resources 
.  Division  in  the ‘Intdi^Jor  Department  (pp,  93S3-97). 

So  FLOOD  CONTROL*  Receivei^^he  President's  supplement^  appropriation  estimates 
for  flood  control,  totalW  $250,000,000,  of  wh5^  $3,000,000  would  he  for 
(H*  Doc,  4d6);  to  AppropriSjtions  Committee  (p»  ^99)* 

9*  WILDLIFE  CONSERVAriON,  The  Me^^^ant  Marine  a^  Fisheries  Committee  reported 
vrith  amendments  H,  R,  4oi8,  a-uxS^rizing  trcurefer  of  surplus  property  from  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  to  the  Interior'^epartmen^for  wildlife— cons ervavt ion  purposes 
.  (H*  Rept.  972)(po  9399)0  ^ 

10»  HEALTH;  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS.  The  Foreig^|Xffairs  Committee  reported  with  amendments 
H.J.Res.  161,  providing  for  U.Se  mejjift^ship  a.nd  participation  in  the  World 
Health  Organization  and  authorizing  an\;)propriation  therefor  (H.Rcpto  979) 

.  (p-  9399).  A  i  1 

11*  WILDLIFE;  NATIONAL  FORESTS.  Tt^  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee  report¬ 
ed  v/ithqut  amendment  S,  6l6,^^o  ajuthorize  th^^^reation  of  a  game  refuge  in  the 
.  Francis  Marion  National  Fo^st,  S.C.  (H..Rept*  ^O) .  (p,  9399). 

12*  LA1;DS,;  VETERANS,  H.R,  as  reported  (see  Digest  136),  provides  for  the 

homesteading  of  certa.irglands  in  Alaska  by  veteran^k  authorizes  drums  of  hot 
l.ess  than  320  a.cres  o^mhre  thau  1920  aures  a,nd  for  ^^ch  purposes  as  agricul¬ 
ture,^  fur  farming,  grazing,  timber  or  any  combination^^  these  types;  requires 
a  habitable  dwelld^  before  patent  is  issued;  prohibit s%ale  or  lease  of  the 
land  duri^  a  fiy^year  period  after  the  patent  is  issuodtexcept  under  speci¬ 
fied  conditio  ns^^rovides  tha,t  USDA  forestry  practices  reqi^ring  tha.t  all  tim- 
berland  be  mai^ained  on  a  sustained— yield  basis  shall  be  co^inued  in  perpet- 
.  uity;  and  au^rforizos  loans,  on  improvements  on  the  land  beforoXatent  is  issued. 

^^IWAGE^  IM^STIGATIONS,  H.R,  3538,  as  reported  (see  Digest  I36)  .’^authorizes 
the  -^gri^lturc  Derpartment  to  investigate,  plan,  design,  and  rqDor\ to  the 
Fresid^  and  Congress  on  proposed  projects  for  reclaiming  land  by  ^.inage, 
no^bi^,  as  originally . introduced,  would  give  this  responsibility  toqbhe  In— 
tcri^  Department,  The  Committee  also  amended  the  bill  to  assure  that^^  rec- 
omm^dation  is  made  for  drainage  of  an  area  unless  it  is  shown  that  the  %ne- 
fi£s  to  local.  State,  or  Federal  governments  exceed  the  cost  of  the,proje( 
provide  that  flood  control  remain  under  the  War  Department ,  and  to  ■orohi'filit 
:he  Agriculture  Department  from  making  an  investigation  in  irrig-ation  district 
adjacent  to  Federal  irrigation  projects,  ■'  ” 


Conference  Report  —  Agricultural  Appropriation  Bill,  1948 

[Reported  July  17,  19^7] 

Funds  and  Principal  Language  Changes 


* 

Increases  and  decreases 

,  » 

Senate 
Compared 
.  .  with 

Conference 

Amendment 
:  No.. 

Item  ■  ; 

Report 

compared 

with 

House  Bill 

House 

1 

PMALTY  MAIL  .  . '  i .  V  .  V . .  .-’J . i' . . 

+$300,000 

*_  _ 

RESEARCH* AID' MARKET lUO  ACT'-'OE  1946: 

2 

Payments  to  Stat§  Agricultural  Exper- 

iment  Stations  (Sec.  9*  Title  I  of 
the  Act)  . I . 

.-500,000 

-:$500,000 

3 

Provision ‘  iA§4rt§d“By  'House  author- 

_  i zing,  such,. ^Quht,  as  shall  oe  al- 
lotahle"' td  Alaska  to  he  transferred 
t6' the 'a^^)rQ.pfiation  "Research  on 
agricultural  ‘problems  of  Alaska" 

r 

without  matching  requirements  .... 

Senate 

‘ Senate 

struck 

'recedes 

Provision  amending  Sec.  11  of  the 

< 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946 

’ 

relating  to  the  earmarking  of  Sec. 

9  funds  for  Marketing  research  by 
striking  out 

4 

"authorized  to  be  approppriated 
unaer  Section  9(a)"  and  inserting 

Sepate 

inserted 

,  Senate 
recedes 

:  ^ 

Utilization  research  (Sec.  10(a), 

'Titlq  i..of  the  Act)  . 

■^500;  000 

+500,000 

;  5 

Marketing , research  and  services 

(Title  ir  of  the  Act)  . 

.+500,000 

-  - 

■  6 

Total  for  ‘Research  and  Marketing  Act 

+500, 600 

7 

Senate  ^struck  provision  inserted  by 

'House  prohibiting  use"  of  these 

.funds* for  work  relating  to  fish  or. 

' sheilf ish- or  any  product  thereof. 
‘Conferees  restored  House  language 

■ 

■ 

'and  added  at  the  end  the  following 
"except  for  the  support  of  equit¬ 
able  transportation  rates  before 

■ 

Federal  agencies  concerned  vdth  . 
such  rates". 

OFFICE  OF  SOLICITOR: 

8 

9 

+200,000 

+100,000 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . . 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATIOH: 

-97,000 

-97,000 

10 

Printing  and  binding: 

Provision  inserted  by  House  author- 

izing  necessary  funds  for  print¬ 
ing  and  binding  in  connection 
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Amendment 

No. 

.  Item  •  '  ■  :  ,  • 

Increases  and  decrease^ 

Senate 

compared 

with 

House 

Conferen^ 

Report 

compared 

with 

House  Bill 

S 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION  -  Cont. 

Printing  and  binding:  -  Cont. 

with  administering  the  provisions  of  the 
.  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  ’Act  of 

.  1937  . 

-  V  ^  ' 

t 

Senate 

struck 

House 

agrees 

Provision  authorizing  necessary  funds  for 
printing  and  hinding- in  connection  with 
Section  32  activities  . . 


(t 

Senate 

inserted 


House 

agrees 


11  , 

12 

13 

14 


.Total  amount  authorized  to  be  transferred...  :  +$74,700:  +$49,70C 

BUREAU  OP  AGRICULTU!RAL- ■EC0N0MI<3S:  ; 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . . ;  +590,000;  +256, 40C 

Economic  investigations  . .  :  t500,000:  +256, 40C 


OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS,  Salaries 


15  and  16 


and  expenses . . . . 

RESMCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA: 

House  inserted ’language  and  an  appropriation  of 
$144, 940  for  this  item.  This  amount  included 
.  $44,940  for  which  a  corresponding  reduction 
.  was  made  in  the  appropriation  for  payments 
,  to  the  Alaska  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
under  the  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell  and  Bankhead- 
Jones  Acts].  House  Bill  also  authorized  trans 
fer  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of -nec¬ 
essary  equipment,  facilities,  buildings,  etc. 
of  the  Ala'ska’  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
together  with  certain  unexpended  balance^  .of 
funds.  Senate  deleted  latter  authorization, - 
restored  the  Budget  estimate  of  $44,940  for 
payments  to  the 'Alaska  Agricultural  Experi-- ^ 
ment  Station  and  retained  $100,000  appropri¬ 
ation  to  the  Secretary  for  research  on  ag¬ 
ricultural  problems  of  Alaska.  Conf erees 
struck  the  Senate  provision  and  restored 
House  language  with  amendments  (l)  that  the 
same  shall  be  effective  until  June  30,  1949 
.  and  (2)  that  ”The  Secretary  shall  report 

annually  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  respecting  the  status  and  progress  of 
agricultural  research  in  Alaska  and  the  ad- 
.  visability  of  resumption  by  the . Territory  of 
.  the  operation  of  the  experiment  station  under 
the  land  grant  college  acts.” 


+150,000 


+75,OOC 


■■  • 
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«  ^ 

Increases  aiid  decreases 

: 

Conference 

■ 

. 

Report 

4endment 

compared 

I  IIo. 

Item 

with 

Houso  Bill 

^  17 

0?  i:;qustry:  . 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . . 

+$2 , 840 

* 

)  18 

+6,l40,000 

* 

19 

Provision  inserted  'by  House  establishing  a  work¬ 
ing  capital  fund  which  would  be  reimbursed  by 
the  packers  for  the  full  cost  of  meat  inspec¬ 
tion-  required  under  the  Federal  Meat  Inspec- 

Senate 

* 

20 

struck . 

'+50,000 

+$25,000 

21 

BUREAU  OF  DAIHI  INDUSTHY:  . .  . 

D,  C.  Salary  limitation  . . . . 

+40,9.12 

■  +40,912 

BUREAU  OF  PLAUT  INDUSTRY,  _ SOILS, _aND  AGRICULTURAL 

22 

23 

ENGINEERING:  .  ••  • 

Diseases  of  young  natural ^stands  and  planta¬ 
tions  (House  eliminated-.entire  project; 

Senate  restoration  applies  particularly  to 
chestnut  diseases,  with- authority  to  redis¬ 
tribute  entire* appropriation  for  forest 

diseases.)  ;  -  . .  '  >  ■ 

Soil ' improvement ,  management,  and  irrigation 

t 

+75,000 

+75,000 

Fertilizers  and  their  improvement  . 

+25,000 

—  — 

24 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  -QUARANTINE: 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . . 

+66,688 

+53,350 

25t  BartI 

Pink  bollworm  and  thurberia  weevil  control 

+250,000 

+225,000 

25!PartII 

+100,000 

+50,000 

26 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS: 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . . 

-76.700 

-76,700 

27 

^  -245,000 

=245, 000 

(Continued  on  next  page) 

•  ^  i 

1 . 

‘I  »•  ' 

.  -  H 

Amendment 

No. 


28 

29 


30 

31' 

32 

33 


34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 
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Increases  and  decreases 

Item 

Senate 

compared 

with 

House 

Conference 
Report 
compared 
•  with 
House  Bill 

POEEST  SERVICE: 

B.  G,  Salary  limitation . . 

+28,00 

.  +28,000 

National  forest  protection  and 

.  management  (Unit  management.).’ 

•Cpnference  report  does  not  ratify 

.the  earmarking  of  $25,000  for  Lake 
Tahoe  recreation  area  as  provided 
; in  Senate  Report  No.  474.  Con¬ 
ference  report  provides  that  this 
expenditure  may  he,  made  at  the 

.discretion  of  the  Forest  Service 
out. pf  any  funds  available  for 
.expenditures  of  this  character... 

+250.000 

+250,000 

Forest  products  . . 

+250,000 

+250,000 

Forest  survey . . . 

+250,000 

+250,000 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national 

forests  . 

•  +250,000 

+250,000 

House  inserted  provision  that 
amount  was  to  he  used  only  for 

. 

purchase  price  of  land. 

Senate  struck  House  provision 

;  and  inserted  language  provid- 

:  ing  that  administrative  cost 

. 

of  acquisition  is  to  he  met 
from,  the  appropriation 
"National  forest  protection 
and  manageme  nt " . 

Conferees  struck  the  Senate  pro- 

vision  and  restored  House 

,  language  amended  to  add  the 

following:  "including  the 

' 

,  cost  of  surveys. in  connection 

. 

with  such  acquisition". 

FOREST  ROABS  ANB  TRAILS: 

Forest  development  roads  .  i.. 

+1,000,000 

+1,000,000 

Forest  highways  .  . 

+3,000,000 

Total  for  forest  roads  and  trails  . 

+4,000,000 

+1,000,000 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . 

-^,530 

iliOOD  CONTROL . 

+1,000,000 

+500,000 

Provision  inserted  hy  House  provid¬ 
ing  that  all oca.t  ions  of  funds  for 
the  fiscal  years  1947  and  1948  for 
works  of  improvements  on  individ¬ 
ual  watersheds  shall  he  in  the 
respective  amounts  set  forth  in 
the  Bepartment's  Budget  justifica¬ 
tions  to  the  House  Appropriations 

FLOOD  COiTTEOL  -  Continued 

Committee  and  shall  not  he  decreased  except 
as  may  he  necessary  hy  reason  of  a  decrease 
in  the  estimates  of  available  prior  year 
balances . . 


Increases  and  decreases 


Senate 

compared 

vrith 

House 


Senate 

'Struck 


Conference 

'  Report 
compared 
with  , 
House  Bill 


Senate 

recedes 


40 

41 

42 


Langua.ge  providing  that  additional  amount 
(Senate  Bill,  $1,000,000;  Conference  Report, 
$500,000)  shall  he  used  to  make  prelijninary 
examinations  and  surveys  in  the  v/ater sheds 
of  the  Upper  Mississippi,  Missouri ,  and  Ohio 


'Rivers  and  their  tributaries . .  :  Senate  ' 

;  ;  inserted 

SOIL  COITSERYATIOH  SERVICE; 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . . .  :  +36,500 

Soil  conscrva,tion  research . > .  :  +750,000 

COHSERVATION  AlID  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAUD  : 

RESOURCES:  ,  : 

Appropriation  total . . .  : +92, 385, 710 

Administrative  expenses; 

State  and  national  . . . . . .  . ■ .  tE^.  130, 813] 

County  associations  . . .  •*&'7 ,369.187] 

Provision  to  include  the  expenses  of  the  : 
peanut-ma.rketing  ouota  program  in  the  ; 

limitation  for  salaries  and  expenses  .....  :  Senate 

:  inserted 

Provision  excepting  from  the  salaries  and  :  - 

expenses  limitation  the  cost  'of  aerial  : 

photograph's  . . .  ;  Senate 

;  inserted 


House 
agre  e  s 

+1S,250 

+375,000 

♦ 


House  inserted  provision  directing  the 
Secretary  to  accept  certificates  from 
claimants  as  proof  of  performa,nce .  Senate 
imakes'this  provision  optional. 

House  eliminated  Budget  provision  for  a 
'$200,000,000  program  for  194S.  Ser^te 
V  ^inserted  provision  for  a  $150,000,000 
program. 

Provision  requiring  that  program  payments 
for  1948  crop  yecar  mu's’t‘  he  .distributed  to 
the  States  on  the  basis  of  conservation 
needs,  provided  tha.t  the  proportion 
received  by  any  State  would  not  be  reduced 


by  more  ’  than  15‘ per 'cent  below  1946 .  i  Sena.te 

'  •  ■  ■  ;  inserted 

Provision  limiting  to  $500  the  amount  of  pay-; 
ments  received  by  any  participant  for  the  : 

1948  crop  year  .  :  Senate 

:  inserted 


Araendmen 
No. 


43  and  5 


44 


45 

46-  and  47 


4g 


49 


CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND 
RESOURCES:  Continued  ^ 

Provision  inserted  "by  House  for  reapportion¬ 
ing  any  funds  in  excess  of  reruirencnts  fo 
farmer  participation  in  the  program  in  any 
State,  region  or  area,  to  other  States, 
regions,  or  areas  where  original  appor¬ 
tionments  ha.ve  not  been  sufficient  to  meet 
reouirements  . 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT  . . 

Senate  struck  langUrage  providing  a  direct 
appropriation  of  $45,000,000  for  the  school 
lunch  progra,m  as  well  as  House  provision 
prohibiting  the  use  of  the  proceed^  from 
the  sale  of  lunches  for  matchihg  purposes, 
and  inserted  language  authorizing  use  of 
'$75»000>000  of  Section  32  funds  for  this 
program . . . . .  .  . , . .  ' 


AM  INI  STRATI  ON  OF  AGRICULTURAL'  MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS . . 

As  a  result  of  House  Committee  recommendation 
for  rescission  of  Section  32  funds,  a  new 
item  was  inserted  for  administering  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937.  This  item  was 
deleted  by  the  Senate  as  this  work  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  under  the  increased  amount  in 
the  Scna.te  Bill  for  Section  32  purposes 


MARKETING  SERVICES; 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . 

Market  news  service  . 

Language  revised  by  adding  "including* 
poultrv"  . 


50 

51 


Marketing  farm  products  (food  production, and 

marketing  assistance)  . . 

OMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY:  . . 

D.  C.  Salary  limitation  . 

.•FARMERS'  HQi'ffi  ADMINISTRATION: 

:  Farm  tenant  loans  . . . 

:  Salaries  and  expen-ses  .• . 


Increases  and  decrease'^ 


Senate 

compared 

with 

House 


Senate 

struck 

+30,000,000 


Senate 

inserted 


-525,300 


Senate 

struck 


+75.000 

+3S,750 


Senate 

inserted 


+100,000 

+12,000; 


20,000,000: 

+6,000,000: 


Conference, 
Report 
compared  I ■ 
with 
Ho’use  Bil; 


\- 


-525.30c 


House 

agrees 


+38,750 


House 

agrees 


+12,000 


+3,000,000 


! 

-7- 


t— - 

Increases  and  decreases 

unendment 

No. 

Senate 

Conference 

Item 

compared 

with 

Rep  or  t 
compa-red 

House 

with 

House  Bill 

RURAL  ELECTRIPI  CATION  AIMINI  STRATI  ON: 

52 

Salaries  and  expenses  . 

+1,000,000 

+1,000,000 

53 

Loans  (a,uthorization  to  borrow  from  the 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury)  . 

+25,000,000 

GEl^RAL  PROVISIONS: 

54 

Langup.ge  provisions  (new  Sec,  S)  waiving 

personal  services  liraita.tions  contained  in 
the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  make  lump-sum,  terminal 
leave  payments  to  employees  . 

Senate 

inserted 

* 

The  Conference  report  states  that  ’’the 

ma.nagers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move 
to  recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment 

inserting  new  language  at  the  end  of  the 
Senate  amendment,  as  follows:  'Provided, 

That  in  expending  the  appropriation  herein 
for  "Inspection  and  cuarantine.  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry,"  service  shaAl  be  maintained 

at  a,ll  stockyards  having  such  service  during 
the  last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1947"’. 

55 

Sena.te  changed  Sec.  8  to  Sec.  9  because  of 

inserting  a  new  Sec.  8 . . . 

House 

agrees 

REDERAL  CROP  INSUEANCE  CORPORATION: 

56 

Operating  expenses  . 

+4,000,000 

+4,000,000 

57 

Language  provision  restricting  the  crop 

insurance  program  for  1948  and  subsequent 
crop  years  to  wheat,  fla.x,  and  five  addi¬ 
tional  crops,  including  corn,  tobacco,  and 
cotton  in  a  limited  number  of  counties,  on  an 

Senat  e 

* 

experimental  basis.  The  Conference  report 
sta.tes  that  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur ,  and 
that  the  proviso  inserted  by  the  Senate  is 
considered  by  the  managers  to  be  purely  a 
limitation  on  the  1948  program  and  is  not 
intended  to  be  prejudicial  to  future 
legislation. 

insert  ed 

EXPORTATION  AlTD  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OE  AGRI- 

CULTUHAL  COMMODITIES: 

+4,000,000 

58 

Eor  Section  32  purposes  . 

+8,000,000 

59 

Langua,ge  provision  making  available  a  total 

of  $75,000,000  from  1948  Section  32  ftmds 
for  National  School  Lunch  Act.. . . 

Senate 

inserted 

* 

♦Reported  in  disagreement. 


Prepared  by  Office  of  Budget  and  Pinance 

Division  of  Estimates  and  Allotments 


»  •  . 
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lonkman 
earns 
efe 

Keie,uver 
Ker 

Kllbk-n 

Kllda\ 

Kunk^ 

Lanhar 
Larcade^ 
Latham 
LeFevre 
Love 
Lucas 
Lyle 

McConnell 
McCowen 
McDonough 
McDowell 
McGregor 
McMillan,  S.  C. 
McMUlen,  Ill. 
Maloney 
Manasco 
Meade,  Md. 
Merrow 
Meyer 
Mlchener 
Miller,  Conn. 
Miller,  Md. 
Miller,  Nebr. 


Mills 

Mitchell 

Monroney 

Morris 

Muhlenberg 

Mundt 

Murray,  Tenn. 
Pace 
Passman 
Peden 

Phillips,  Tenn. 
Ploeser 
Plumley 
Poage 
Potts 
Preston 
■ice,  Fla. 

West 
.ins 
Rlimey 
Raiburn 
Reek  N.  Y. 
Rees^ 

Rich 
Richarlls 
Riehlml 
Ri2aey  , 
Robertson. 
Rockwell  \ 
Rogers,  ^'la;- 
Rohrbough  \ 

NAYS— 18^* 


Ross 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Scrlvner 

Short 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Springer 

Stanley 

Stefan 

Stevenson 

Stigler 

Stockman 

Sundstrom 

Taber 

Teague 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Thomason 

Tlbbott 

Towe 

Vorys 

Wadsworth 

Welchel 

West 

Wheeler 

Whittington 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Wood 

Woodruff 


Phillips,  Calif, 
Powell 
Riley 
Rivers 

Scott,  Hardie 
Sheppard 
Smith,  Ohio 
Snyder 
Vinson 


Abernethy 

Gorskl 

■^orton 

Andersen, 

Granger 

to’Brlen 

H.  Carl 

Grifiaths 

Q^ara 

Angell 

Hagen 

OKonski 

Arnold 

Hale 

OWfcns 

Auchincloss 

Hand  ' 

Patflferson 

Banta 

Hart 

Petereon 

Bates,  Ky. 

Havenner 

Pfelfe\ 

Bates,  Mass. 

Heffernan 

PhilblA 

Beall 

Hendricks 

Pickett\ 

Beckworth 

Herter 

Poulson\ 

Bender 

Heselton 

Price.  Ill.\ 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Hoeven 

Rabin  'v 

Bishop 

Holmes 

Rankin  \ 

Blackney 

Huber 

Rayfiel 

Blatnik 

Hull 

Redden  x 

Bloom 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Reed,  lU. 

Bramblett 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Reeves 

Brehm 

Javlts 

Robsion 

Brooks 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Brophy 

Jensen 

Rooney 

Buchanan 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Russell 

Burke 

Jones,  Wash. 

Sabath 

Butler 

Judd 

Sadlak 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Sadowskl 

Canfield 

Kean 

St.  George 

Cannon 

Kearney 

Sanborn 

Carroll 

Kennedy 

Sarbacher 

Case,  N.  J. 

Keogh 

Sasscer 

Celler 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Chlperfield 

King 

Scoblick 

Clason 

Klein 

Scott. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Knutson 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Colmer 

Landis 

Seely-Brown 

Corbett 

Lane 

Shafer 

Crawford 

LeCompte 

Sikes 

Grosser 

Lemke 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Cunningham 

Lesinski 

Smathers 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Lewis 

Smith,  Maine 

Dawson,  Utah 

Lodge 

Somers 

Deane 

Lusk 

Spence  / 

Delaney 

Lynch 

Stratton  /' 
TaUe  / 

Devltt 

McCormack 

D’Ewart 

McGarvey 

Taylor  / 

Dlngell 

McMahon 

ThomM,  Tex. 

Dondero 

Mack 

Tollefgon 

Donohue ' 

MacKinnon 

Trlroble 

Douglas 

Madden 

T-wyman 

Eberharter 

Mahon 

Vail 

Ellsworth 

Mansfield 

Van  Zandt 

Elsaesser 

Marcantonio  /• 

'Vursell 

Cole,  Kans.  Johnson.  Tex. 

Cole,  Mo.  Jones,  Ohio 

Coudert  Kee 

Fuller  Kelley 

Gifford  Kirwan 

Gwynne,  Iowa  Lea 
Hall,  Ludlow 

Edwin  Arthur  Macy 
Hays  Murdock 

Hebert  O’Toole 

Holifield  Patman 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Vinson  for,  with  Mr.  Kelley  against. 

Mr.  Snyder  for,  with  Mr.  Sheppard  against. 

Mr.  Hebert  for,  with  Mr.  Kirwan  against. 

Mr.  Macy  for,  with  Mr.  Powell  against. 

Mr.  Riley  for,  with  Mr.  Holifleld  against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Jones  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Boggs  of 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chadwick  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Gifford  with  Mr.  Murdock. 

Mr,  Cole  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Hays. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Bland. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  with  Mr.  Kee. 

Mr.  Coudert  with  Mr.  Patman. 

Mr.  Clippinger  with  Mr.  Ludlow. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr.  Hardie  Scott  with  Mr.  Johnson 
Texas. 

Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Lea. 

Mr.  Phillips  of  CalLfomia  with  Mr.><5lem 
ents. 


/ 


\ 


\ 


Mr.  Nodar,  Mr.  McGARVEY.^nd  Mr, 
Sanborn  changed  their  votes  ^om  “yea” 
to  “nay. 

The  result  of  the  vote  ^s  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
“A  bill  to  provide  /tM  venue  in  actions 

\ brought  in  the  Ujinted  States  district 
courts  or  in  Stat^courts  against  inter- 
Jlfate  common  ^rriers  by  railroad  for 
d^ages  for  v^ngful  death  or  personal 
injuries. 

A'^otioii^o  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 


debate  shall 
3  hours,  one-1 
trolled  by  the 


Engel,  Mich. 
Ekigle,  Calif. 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fernandez 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Foote 
Forand 
Fulton 
Gearhart 
Gordon 


Martin,  Iowa/ 
Mason  ■■■ 
Mathews  / 
Meade,  K/ 
Miller,  Oa^Iif . 
Morgafi 
Mor;^on 
M(^on 
Marray,  Wis. 
Jnxon 
-■Tlodar 
Norblad 
NorreU 


Walter 
Welch 
Whitten 
Wigglesworth 
Williams 
Winstead 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Worley 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 


AnAesen, 
lugust  H, 
Jennett,  Mich. 


SWERED  “PRESENT’’—! 
Keating 

NOT  VOTING — 38 
Bland  Chadwick 

Boggs,  La.  Clements 

Buckley  Clippinger 


lENCY  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

ER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask' 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  de- 
flofency  oU^l  is  reported  it  may  be  in 
der  to  take  it  up  forthwith,  whenever 
possible;  tlm  all  points  of  order  may 
be  considered  as  waived;  that  general 
ntinue  for  not  to  exceed 
the  time  to  be  con- 
tleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon],  a\d  one-half  by  myself. 

The  speaker!  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  \he  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  TABBfe]? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr^peaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  thiiis  the  bill  carry¬ 
ing  funds  for  the  Grefek  and  Turkish 
loan,  and  for  foreign  rehUf? 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes,  it 
Mr.  CANNON.  The  iter^  in  the  bill 
which  would  be  subject  to  poipts  of  order 
are  necessary  for  the  adequ^e  admin 
istration  of  the  appropriation?^ 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correctX 
Mr.  CANNON.  We  have  no  objection 
on  this  side,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  any  uction 
to  expedite  consideration  of  the  biH^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectioh  to! 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New| 
York  [Mr.  Taber]?  { 

There  was  no  objection.  [ 

I 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  LABOR-MANAGE¬ 
MENT  RELATIONS  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the^o- 
visions  of  title  4,  Public  I^^w  101,  Eighti¬ 
eth  Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  Joint  Commfltee  on 
Labor-Management  Relatioiyr  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  on  the  j^rt  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Hartley,  M^LANdis,  Mr. 
Hoffman,  Mr.  McCowE^Mr.  Lesinski, 
Mr.  Barden,  and  Mr.  I^ley. 

NATIONAL  AVIAytoN  COUNCIL 

Mr.  WOLVERTQ^T.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  cQirfsent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table ythe  bill  H.  R.  3587,  an 
act  to  estabUfli  a  National  Aviation 
Council  for  jjle  purpose  of  imifying  and 
clarifying  National  policies  relating  to 
aviation,  yflnd  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  Amendments,  disagree  to  the 
SenatAamendments  and  agree  to  the 
con^ence  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
/The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
ine  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
^Jersey?  [After  a  pause.]  The  ChMr 
/  hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Mr.  Wolverton,  Mr.  Hin- 
SHAW,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Bulwinkle,  and 
Mr.  Priest.  - 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture  Department  appro¬ 
priations  may  hav«  imtil  midnight  to¬ 
night  to  file  a  conference  report  on  the 
bill  H.  R.  3601. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Dirksen]? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  tell 
us  when  it  is  expected  to  call  up  this 
conference  report? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  first  thing  to¬ 
morrow  morning.  It  is  my  imderstand- 
ing  that  the  House  will  meet  at  .  10 
o’clock  tomorrow. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  conference  report 
will  be  the  first  order  of  business  on  Fri¬ 
day  morning? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  So  I  am  presently  ad¬ 
vised.  Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
follow: 

Conference  Report 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  3,  5,  6,  16,  35,  37,  45,  48, 
and  53. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  2,  4,  9,  10,  21,  22,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31, 
32,  34,  44,  46,  47,  49,  52,  55,  and  56,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree 
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to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment  and  at  the  end  of  the  matter 
so  restored  insert  except  for  the  support 
of  equitable  transportation  rates  before  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates”; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  ”$2,125,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  ”$145,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  ”$2,143,400”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  ”$2,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$503,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbei-ed  15,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment,  amended  as  follows: 

Page  18,  line  18,  of  the  engrossed  copy  of 
the  blU,  after  the  word  “hereof,”  insert  the 
following:  “until  June  30,  1949,”. 

Page  19,  line  14,  of  the  engrossed  copy  of 
the  bill,  after  the  word  “transfer”  and  the 
period  Insert  the  following:  “The  Secretary 
shall  report  annually  to  the  Appropriations  > 
Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  respecting  the  status  and 
progress  of  agricultural  research  in  Alaska 
and  the  advisability  of  resumption  by  the 
Territory  of  the  operation  of  the  experiment 
station  under  the  land  grant  college  acts.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  20:  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$315,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  23 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,466,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  24 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$745,350”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  25 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  if  the  Senate  numbered  25,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lie  i  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$2,972,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  33 ;  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  33,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  prro- 
posed  by  said  amendment  insert  “,  to  be 
available  only  for  payment  toward  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  of  any  lands  acquired,  including 
the  cost  of  surveys  in  connection  with  such 
acquisition”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  36 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  36,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  propdsed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$16,300,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  38 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  agi'ee 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  39 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  arhend- 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment  insert  “ :  Provided 
further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the 
fiscal  years  1947  and  1918  for  works  of  im¬ 
provement  on  individual  watersheds  shall 
be  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the 
Department’s  Budget  justifications  to  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee  and  shall 
not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be  necessary 
by  reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of 
available  prior  year  balances:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  not  less  than  $500,000  of  the  funds 
hereby  appropriated  shall  be  allocated  to 
the  watersheds  of  the  Upper  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their  tribu¬ 
taries”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  40 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  40,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$856,750”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  41 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  41,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,048,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  51 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  51,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$21,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  58 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  58,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$44,000,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in 
disagreement  amendments  numbered  1,  17, 
18,  19,  42,  43,  50,  54,  57,  and  59. 

Everett  M.  Dieksen. 

Charles  A.  Pltjmley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney,  ^ 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Harlan  J.  Bushfield, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

M.  E.  Tydincs, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for 
other  purposes,  submit  the  following  state¬ 
ment  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  ac¬ 
tion  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  report,  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely: 

PENALTY  MAIL 

Amendment  No.  1.  penalty  mail:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

research  and  MARKETING  (“HOPE-FLANNA- 
GAN”)  ACT 

Amendment  No.  2,  payments  to  States,  etc., 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations;  House 
appropriated  $3,000,000;  Senate,  $2,500,000; 
House' recedes. 

Amendment  No.  3,  Alaska  allotment  under 
amendment  No.  2:  Sti'ikes  out  the  House 
language  transferring  such  allotment  to  the 
appropriation,  “Research  on  agricultural 
problems  of  Alaska.”  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No*.4,  for  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  and  associated  problems  pursuant  to 
section  10  (a)  of  the  act;  House  appropri¬ 
ated  $2,500,000;  Senate,  $3,000,000;  House 
recedes. 

Amendment  No.  5,  for  distribution  and 
-marketing  studies:  The  House  appropriated 
$2,000,000;  the  Senate,  $2,500,000;  the  Senate 
recedes. 

Amendment  No.  6  relates  to  a  total.  Sen¬ 
ate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  7:  Restores  the  House 
provision  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  “That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or 
any  product  thereof”  and  adds  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “except  for  the  support  of  equitable 
tra^asportatlon  rates  before  Federal  agencies 
concerned  with  such  rates.” 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

Amendment  No.  8,  for  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  The  House  apJKopriated  $2,025,000; 
the  Senate,  $2,225,000;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  to  $2,125,000. 

Amendment  No.  9,  relating  to  the  limita¬ 
tion  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  The  House  provided  $1,5971)00; 
the  Senate,  $1,500,000;  the  House  recedes. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Amendment  No.  10:  The  House  provided 
for  the  transfer  to  the  appropriation  for 
printing  and  binding  from  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  “for  administering  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1937  (7  U.  S.  C. 
608c-608d),  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  printing  -imd  binding  in  connection 
therewith.”  The  Senate  struck  out  the 
House  provision  and  inserted  “to  carry  into 
effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c) ,  as  ^piended, 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing 
and  binding  in  connection  with  the  activ¬ 
ities  under  section  32.”  The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  11;  The  House  authorized 
transfers  of  $95,300  from  certain  general  ap¬ 
propriations  to  the  appropriation  for  print¬ 
ing  and  binding.  The  Senate  authorized 
$170,000.  The  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$145,000. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Amendment  No.  12:  Relates  to  limitation 
on  expenditures  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia:  Adjusted  to  conform 
to  action  on  amendment  No.  13. 

Amendment  No.  13,  economic  investiga¬ 
tions:  The  House  appropriated  $1,743,600; 
the  Senate,  $2,243,600;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $2,000,000. 

OFFICE  OP  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

Amendment  No.  14,  salaries  and  expenses; 
The  House  appropriated  $428,000;  the  Senate, 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


1947 

$578,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$503,000. 

EESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OP 

ALASKA  AND  OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STA¬ 
TIONS 

Amendments  Nos.  15  and  16;  The  House 
provided  for  an  appropriation  of  $144,940  to¬ 
gether  with  all  Territorial  funds  available 
for  the  Territorial  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station  for  a  research  program  under  the 
exclusive  supervision  and  control  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  requiring  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Alaska  to  make  available  to  the 
Secretary  all  of  the  lands,  buildings,  and 
equipment  heretofore  used  by  the  university 
in  connection  with  the  experiment  station. 
The  House  omitted  from  the  appropriation 
for  payments  to  the  States  and  Territories  in 
connection  with  the  several  land-grant 
college  acts  the  amount  set  up  in  the  Budget 
for  Alaska,  namely,  $44,940,  and  Included 
that  sum  in  the  total  of  $144,940  appropriated 
toy  the  House  for  “Research  on  agricultural 
problems  of  Alaska.”  By  amendment  No. 
15,  the  Senate  struck  out  all  of  the  House 
language  and  by  amendment  No.  16  inserted 
new  language  restoring  the  Alaska  allotment 
€>f  $44,940  to  the  appropriation  for  payments 
to  States  and  Territories,  and  providing  an 
appropriation  of  $100,000  for  “Research  on 
agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”  under  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  combined 
effect  of  Senate  amendments  Nos.  15  and  16 
restored  to  the  University  of  Alaska  posses¬ 
sion  and  control  of  the  lands,  buildings,  and 
equipment  belonging  to  the  esperlment  sta¬ 
tion  and  all  funds  of  said  station,  while  au¬ 
thorizing  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to 
use  its  appropriation  of  $100,000  for  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land  and  the  construction  or 
acquisition  of  necessary  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties. 

The  Senate  recedes  from  its  amendment 
No.  16  and  agrees  to  the  House  provision, 
stricken  out  'by  Senate  amendment  No.  15, 
with  an  amendment  providing  that  the  same 
shall  be  effective  until  June  30,  1949,  and 
that  the  Secretary  shall  report  annually  to 
the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives  re¬ 
specting  the  status  and  progress  and  agricul¬ 
tural  research  in  Alaska  and  the  advisability 
of  resumption  by  the  Territory  of  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  experiment  station  under  the 
land-grant  college  acts. 

The  conferees  of  both  Houses  wish  to 
emphasize  that  the  provision  agreed  to  does 
not  reflect  any  Intention  to  depart  from  or 
modify  the  long  established  policy  of  pro¬ 
viding  for  research  through  grants  to  the 
States  and  Territories  under  the  Hatch, 
Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bankhead-Jones  Acts, 
or  to  initiate  a  policy  of  taking  over  the 
State  experiment  stations.  The  provision 
agreed  to  relating  to  Alaska  is  to  be  regarded 
as  of  a  temporary  nature,  pending  the  cor¬ 
rection  of  a  serious  administrative  deficiency 
in  the  past  conduct  of  the  research  at  this 
station.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the  conferees 
that  control  and  operation  of  the  station 
by  the  University  shall  be  re^ored  as  soon 
as  conditions  warrant. 

Research  In  Alaska  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  independent  of  or  in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  the  university  experiment  station, 
as  may  be  provided,  will  continue,  of  course, 
beyond  June  30,  1949  to  the  extent  Congress 
may  deem  it  wise  to  make  appropriations 
therefor. 

BUREAU  OP  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  NcS.  17:  Relates  to  a  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  amount  which  may  be  spent  lor 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
which  will  be  adjusted  to  conform  to  action 
taken  on  the  amendments  relating  to  the 
several  work  programs. 

Amendments  Nos.  18  and  19  relating  to 
meat  inspection:  This  item  is  In  disagree¬ 
ment. 


Amendment  No.  20,  Virus  Serum  Toxin 
Act:  The  House  appropriated  $290,000;  the 
Senate,  $340,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $315,000. 

BUREAU  OP  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  21,  salaries  and  expenses: 
This  amendment  relates  to  the  amount 
which  may  be  spent  lor  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  The  House  pro¬ 
vided  $600,000;  the  Senate,  $540,912;  the 
House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OP  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND 
AGRICULTURAL  ENGINEERING 

Amendment  No.  22,  fewest  diseases:  The 
House  appropriated  $359,280;  the  Senate 
$379,280;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  23,  soils,  fertilizers,  and 
irrigation:  The  House  appropriated  $1,391,- 
#00;  the  Senate  $1,491,000;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $1,466,000.  The  increase  of 
$75,000  over  the  amount  appropriated  by  the 
House  is  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  open  the 
six  stations  which  would  otherwise  be  closed 
under  the  House  amount. 

BUREAU  OP  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Amendment  No.  24,  relating  to  expendi¬ 
tures  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  The  House  provided  $692,000;  the 
Senate  $758,688;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $746,350. 

Amendment  No.  25,*  insect  and  plant  dis¬ 
ease  control:  The  House  provided  $51,800  for 
dutch  elm  disease;  the  Senate  provided 
$161,800;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$101,800.  The  House  provided  $499,000  for 
pink  boll  worm  control;  the  Senate  provided 
$749,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$724,000. 

BUREAU  OP  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME 
ECONOMICS 

Amendments  Nos.  26  and  27,  salaries  and 
expenses:  The  House  appropriated  $1,045,000; 
the  Senate  $800,000;  the  House  recedes. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  28.  personal  services  In 
the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  pro¬ 
vided  $1,055,378;  the  Senate  $1,083,378;  the 
House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  29,  National  forest  protec¬ 
tion  and  management:  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $23,764,891;  the  Senate  $24,014,891; 
the  House  recedes.  In  approving  the  full 
amount  of  the  Senate  increase  the  conferees 
of  both  Houses  have  agreed  that  the  ear¬ 
marking  of  $25,000  for  Lake  Tahoe  recreation 
area  contained  in  Senate  Report  No.  474  is 
not  ratified  by  this  report.  It  is  believed 
however  that  this  expenditure  may  be  made 
by  the  forest  service  in  the  discretion  of  that 
agency  out  of  any  funds  available  for  an 
expenditure  of  this  character  in  the  event  it 
elects  so  to  do. 

Amendment  No.  30,  forest  products;  the 
House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate 
$1,250,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  31,  forest  resources  in¬ 
vestigations:  The  House  appropriated  $572,- 
000;  the  Senate  $822,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  32  and  33,  acqulstion  of 
lands  for  national  forests:  The  House  ap¬ 
propriated  $500,000;  the  Senate  $750,000;  the 
House  recedes  with  the  provision  that  the 
money  is  “to  be  available  only  for  pa3rment 
toward  the  purchase  price  of  any  lands  ac¬ 
quired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  acquisitions.” 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

Amendment  No.  34,  forest  development 
roads  and  trails:  The  House  appropriated 
$10,000,000;  the  Senate  $11,000,000;  the  House 
recedes. 

Amendment  No.  36,  forest  highways;  The 
House  appropriated  $5,300,000;  the  Senate, 
$8,300,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  36,  relating  to  a  total,  has 
been  appropriately  adjusted.  ' 
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Amendment  No.  37,  relating  to  expendi¬ 
tures  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  The  House  provided  $100,000;  the 
Senate,  $109,530;  the  Senate  recedes. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Amendment  No.  38,  flood  control:  The 
House  appropriated  $500,000;  the  Senate 
$1,500,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$1,000,000. 

Amendment  No.  39;  Restores  the  House 
provision  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  “That 
allocations  of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947 
and  1948  for  works  of  Improvement  on  indi¬ 
vidual  watersheds  shall  be  in  the  respective 
amounts  set  forth  in  the  Department’s 
Budget  justifications  to  the  House  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  and  shall  not  be  de¬ 
creased  except  as  may  be  necessary  by  reason 
of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates  of  available 
prior  year  balances”  and  retains  the  provision 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amended  to  read 
“That  not  less  than  $500,000  of  the  funds 
hereby  appropriated  shall  be  allocated  to  the 
watersheds  of  the  upper  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their  tributaries.” 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  40,  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  pro¬ 
vided  $838,500;  the  Senate  $875,000;  the  con¬ 
ferees  have  agreed  upon  $856,750. 

Amendment  No.  41,  soil  conservation  re¬ 
search:  The  House  appropriated  $673,000;  the 
Senate  $1,423,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $1,048,000. 

son.  conservation  payments 

Amendment  No.  42:  In  disagreement. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

Amendment  No.  43,  for  the  National  School 
Lunch  Act :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

ADMINISTRATION  OP  AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS  AND  ORDERS 

Amendment  No.  44,  relating  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act:  The 
House  appropriated  $525,300;  the  Senate 
struck  out  the  item;  the  House  recedes.  Ex¬ 
penses  necessary  for  the  administration  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
during  the  fiscal  year  1948  will  be  available 
within  the  administrative  expenses  limita¬ 
tion  under  the  section  32  appropriation  en¬ 
titled  “Exportation  and  domestic  consump¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  comm  dities”. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

Amendment  No.  45,  relating  to  the  limi¬ 
tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  The  House  provided  $2,211,000; 
the  Senate,  $2,286,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  46,  relating  to  the  Market 
News  Service  appropriation:  The  Senate  in¬ 
serted  the  words  “including  broilers”  in  the 
language  text  referring  to  Market  News  on 
poultry  products.  This  insertion  is  merely 
Interpretive  language  with  reference  to 
poultry  products.  The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  47,  Market  News  Service: 
The  House  appropriated  $1,527,500;  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  $1,566,250;  The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  48,  marketing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts:  The  House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the 
Senate,  $1,100,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Amendment  No.  49,  relating  to  the  limita¬ 
tion  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  The  Hous  provided  $141,000;  the 
Senate,  $153,000;  the  House  recedes. 

PARMER’S  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  60,  loans  under  title  I 
and  section  43,  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  51,  salaries  and  expenses: 
The  House  appropriated  $18,000,000;  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  $24,000,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  to 
$21,000,000, 
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ROTAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  52,  salaries  and  expenses: 
The  House  appropriated  $4,000,000;  the 
Senate,  $5,000,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  53,  loan  funds;  The  House 
authorized  $225,000,000  to  be  borrowed  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  this  pur¬ 
pose;  the  Senate,  $250,000,000;  the  Senate 
recedes. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Amendment  No.  54,  relating  to  the  waiv¬ 
ing  of  limitations  on  personal  service  ex¬ 
penditures  to  permit  lump  sum  terminal 
leave  payments:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  55,  changing  a  section 
number:  The  House  recedes. 

TITLE  II - GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

Amendment  No.  56,  operating  expenses. 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation :  The 
House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$5,000,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  57,  relating  to  the  scope 
of  the  crop-insurance  program:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

TITLE  III - ^REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of 
agricultural  commodities 

Amendment  No.  58,  section  32  funds:  The 
House  provided  that  not  more  than  $40,000,- 
000  of  such  funds  shall  be  available  during 
the  fiscal  year  1948  for  effectuating  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  act  of  Augpst  24,  1935,  as 
amended:  the  Senate,  $48,000,000;  the  con¬ 
ferees  have  agreed  to  $44,000,000. 

Amendment  No.  59,  providing  for  the 
school-lunch  program  to  be  financed  during 
the  fiscal  year  1948  with  section  32  funds: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

AMENDMENTS  IN  DISAGREEMENT 

Amendment  No.  1,  penalty  mall:  The  House 
appropriated  $3,186,000;  the  Senate  $3,486,- 
000.  Action  on  this  amendment  will  depend 
upon  action  taken  on  the  several  amend¬ 
ments  in  disagreement  requiring  allotments 
for  penalty  mail. 

Amendfiient  No.  17;  A  District  of  Columbia 
salary  limitation. 

Amendments  Nos.  18  and  19,  meat-inspec¬ 
tion:  The  House  appropriated  $5,000,000  for 
the  initial  contribution  to  the  “Meat-inspec¬ 
tion  fund.”  The  House  provided  that  here¬ 
after  all  expenses  of  the  meat-inspection 
service  shall  be  paid  from  the  "Meat-inspec¬ 
tion  fund”  and  that  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  shall  hereafter  assess  and  collect  fees 
from  the  meat  packers  based  upon  the  cost 
of  the  inspection,  such  fees  to  be  paid  into 
the  "Meat-inspection  fund.”  The  Senate  has 
stricken  out  the  House  provision  relating  to 
the  "Meat-inspection  fund”  and  the  assess¬ 
ing  of  the  packers  for  the  cost  of  meat  in¬ 
spection  and  has  provided  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $11,140,000  for  meat-inspection  serv¬ 
ice.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
will  move  to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  42,  soil  conservation  pay¬ 
ments:  The  House  appropriated  $165,614,290 
for  the  1947  crop  year  program  and  included 
a  provision  that  no  soil  conservation  pay¬ 
ments  program  may  be  planned  for  the  crop 
year  1948.  The  Senate  struck  out  the  House 
provision  and  provided  a  total  of  $295,635,044 
for  the  1947  crop  program  and  authorized  a 
program  for  the  crop  year  1948  in  the  total 
sum  of  $150,000,000.  The  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  will  move  to  insist. 

Amendments  Nos.  43  and  59,  National 
School  Lunch  Act:  The  House  appropriated 
$45,000,000  and  provided  “That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching 
funds  from  sources  within  the  States  derived 
from  the  sale  of  lunches.”  The  Senate  struck 
out  the  House  provision  by  amendment  No. 
43  and  inserted  new  language  by  amendment 
No.  59  providing  for  the  expenditure  of 
$75,000,000  for  the  program  from  section  32 
funds,  with  no  limitation  prohibiting  the 
use  of  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches 
for  matching  purposes.  The  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  insist. 


Amendment  No.  50.  farm-tenant  loans: 
The  House  made  no  provision;  the  Senate 
appropriated  $20,000,000.  The  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  54,  Sec.  8:  The  Senate  in¬ 
serted  language  providing  that  “limitations 
on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  personal 
services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act 
shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments 
ptirsuant  to  the  Act  of  December  21,  1944 
(Public  Law  525) The  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recede  and 
concur  with  an  amendment  inserting  new 
language  at  the  end  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  “Provided,  That  in  expend¬ 
ing  the  appropriation  herein  for  ‘Inspection 
and  quarantine.  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,’ 
service  shall  be  maintained  at  all  stockyards 
having  such  service  during  the  last  quarter 
of  the  fiscal  year  1947.” 

Amendment  No.  57,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation:  The  Senate  inserted  the  follow¬ 
ing  ;  “ ;  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  to 
insure  any  1948  or  subsequent  crop  except 
wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred  and 
thirty-three  counties  and  fiax  in  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  eighty-seven  counties,  in  accordance 
with  section  508  (a)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  and  five  addi¬ 
tional  crops  in  1948  under  the  provisions  of 
section  508  (a  )  (3*  of  said  Act,  (is  amended, 
including  com  and  tobacco  in  not  to  exceed 
fifty  cotmties  each  and  cotton  in  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  fifty-six  counties,  unless  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  by  legislation.” 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
will  move  to  recede  and  concur.  The  proviso 
inserted  by  the  Senate  is  considered  by  the 
managers  to  be  purely  a  limitation  on  the 
1948  program  and  is  not  intended  to  be 
prejudicial  to  future  legislation. 

EVEREra  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

TIONS  TO  PROVIDE  POllTHB  GOVERN - 

MENT  OP  THE  DISTRICT  X>P  COLUlViffilA 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Sp^er,  J  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take^roift  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  H.  R.  >|^48,  an 
act  to  amend  section  7  of  an  ac^mak- 
ing  appropriations  to  provid^' foi  the 
government  of  the  District  o^*Colu^ia 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1£ 
and  for  other  purposes,  app^ved  July 
1902,  with  a  Senate  am^dment,  and'' 
concur  in  the  Senate  ame^ment,  which 
is  simply  a  clarifying  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  til^  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows :  / 

Page  4,  line  10,  aft^  “dwellings”,  insert 
“nor,  for  a  rooming  hgitise  offering  accommo¬ 
dations  for  no  more  4h an  four  roomers,” 

The  SPEAKER/  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tMe  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr,  Diri^n]? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  re¬ 
serving  the  rfeht  to  object,  and  I  shall 
not  object,  wanted  to  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minols  in  connection  with  the 
Departmeift  of  Agriculture  Appropria¬ 
tion  bill  90nference  report  if  he  can  ad¬ 
vise  the  House  what  specific  matters  are 
still  in/^sagreement  and  will  come  up 
on  specific  questions  tomorrow. 

^  Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  not  sure  that 
I  the  chairman  of  the  committee  is  em- 
I  poyered  with  authority  to  make  such  a 
*  statement. 

I  IVIr.  McCORMACK.  Very  well,  I 
'  withdraw  it.  I  appreciate  the  gentle¬ 


man’s  position.  I  would  not  want  to  asj) 
the  gentleman  any  question  that  he  feel 
under  the  circumstances  he  could  ijot, 
without  consulting  others,  answer. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frog#  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Dirksen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  fereed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  Ij  id  on  the 
table. 

DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA  UNB  51PLOYMENT 
COMPENSATION  ACT 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr. 
unanimous  consent  to 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill 
to  amend  the  District 


leaker,  I  ask 
take  from  the 
t.  R.  3864,  an  act 
Columbia  Un¬ 


employment  Compensation  Act  with  re¬ 
spect  to  contributiojff  rates  after  termi¬ 
nation  of  military yservice,  with  Senate 
amendments,  and/:oncur  in  the  Senate 
amendments.  / 

The  Clerk  re^  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  v/ad  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  as  follows: 

Page  3,  line  i,  strike  out  “be  considered  to 
have  been  erroneously  collected”  and  insert 
“be  subject/to  adjustment  against  subse¬ 
quent  contafbutions  by  him.” 

Page  3,  ^nes  11  and  12,  strike  out  “or  a 
refund.”  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  fMr.  Dirksen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

^e  Senate  amendments  were  agreed 
ta 

/  A  motion  to  reconsider  waJ  laid  on  the 
table. 

PERMISSION  TO  VARIOUS  COMMITTEES 

TO  SIT  DURING  SESSIONS  OP  HOUSE 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Home  Rule  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  may  sit  during  sessions  of  the 
House  tomorrow  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.  During  general  de¬ 
bate? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  so  modify  my  re¬ 
quest. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  froni  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Also,  that  on  Satur- 
d^morning  a  special  committee  of  the 
Con^nittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
may  9^  during  sessions  of  the  House. 

The  \PEAKER.  During  general  de¬ 
bate? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  o\the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  dejection. 

Mr.  DONDERO^^^r.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  ^at  the  Committee 
on  PubUc  Works  may\it  during  general 
debate  during  sessions^  the  House  to¬ 
morrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  ther^^bjection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman\iom  Michi¬ 
gan? 

•  There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker^  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Comraittee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  may  sit  tor^  - 
row  during  sessions  of  the  House. 
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July  17,  1947. — Ordered  to  be  printed 

Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  3601] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  Votes  of  the*two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H:  R.  3{)01) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  I’ecede  from  its  amendments  numbered  3,  5,  6, 
16,  35,  37,  45,  48,  and  53,  ,  ,  ' 

That  the  House  recede'  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  4,  9,  10,  21,  22,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31,  32, 
34^  44^  46,  47,  49,  52,  55,  and  56,  and  agree  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  7 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 

follows:  ,  1  i.  xv.  ] 

Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment  and  at  tne  end 
of  the  matter  so  restored  insert ,  except  jor  the  support  oj  equitable  trans¬ 
portation  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates,  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follow 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,126,000 , 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  11: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
the  Senate  numbered  11,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $145,00  . 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  ■ 
the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amcndmei 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,143,40o 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  ( 
the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendmei 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,000,001^ 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14: 

Ihat  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  i 
the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendmei! 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $503,001 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  ( 
the  Senate  numbered  15,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendmei 
as  follows: 

Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment,  amended  i 
follows: 

Page  18,  line  18,  of  the  engrossed  copy  of  the  bill,  after  the  wor 
“hereof,”  insert  the  following:  until  June  30,  1949,. 

Page  19,  line  14,  of  the  engrossed  copy  of  the  bill,  after  the  wor 
“transfer”  and  the  period,  insert  the  following:  The  Secretary  sha 
report  annually  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  c 
the  House  of  Representatives  respecting  the  status  and  progress  of  agricui 
tural  research  in  Alaska  and  the  advisability  of  resumption  by  the  Tern  ■ 
tory  of  the  operation  of  the  experiment  station  under  the  land  grant  collet' 
Acts. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  20:  , 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  o 
the  Senate  numbered  20,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendmeii 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $31 5, 000  • 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  | 

Amendment  numbered  23:  I 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  o  | 
the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendmen 
as  follows: 
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;n  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1,466,000; 
ajl  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  24: 

Chat  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
tl;  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
a  follows: 

;n  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $745,350; 
ad  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  25: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
tli  Senate  numbered  25,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
adollows: 

;n  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,972,100; 
ai  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  33: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
tli  Senate  numbered  33,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
a  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  proposed  by  said  amendment 
ii.ert ,  to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of  any 
lads  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in  connection  with  such 
amisition:  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
ti  Senate  numbered  36,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
a  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $16,300,000; 
ad  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  38: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
t^  Senate  numbered  38,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
a  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,000,000; 
ad  the  Senate  agi-ee  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  39: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
te  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  proposed  by  said  amendment 
isert  :  Provided  further.  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the 
j  47  and  1 948  for  works  of  improvement  on  individual  waiersheds  sha^ 

I  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the^  Department  s  Budget  jusOfi- 
(.tions  to  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  and  shall  not  be  decrease 
ipept  as  may  be  necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease  m  the  estimates  oj 
laUable  prior  year  balances:  Provided  further.  That  not  less  an 
(00,000  of  the  funds  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  allocated  to  the 
ieds  of^  the  Upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  eir 
Ihutaries;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  40:  !■ 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  ( I 
the  Senate  numbered  40,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendmer 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $856, 75C 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  41:  1 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendmen 
of  the  Senate  numbered  41,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend* 
ment  as  follows:  i 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,048,000\ 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  I 

Amendment  numbered  51: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendmen  I 
of  the  Senate  numbered  51,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend' 
ment  as  follows:  i 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $21 ,000,000 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  58: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  o: ! 
the  Senate  numbered  58,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  * 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $44,000,000 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments’ 
numbered  1,  17,  18,  19,  42,  43,  50,  54,  57,  and  59. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen,  ! 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Peed, 

Harlan  J.  Bushfield, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

M.  E.  Tydings, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


i 

3'ATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  dis- 
jTeeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
te  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
ij^riculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  pur- 
Jises,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
ition  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  tlie  accompanying  report,  as 
t  each  of  such  amendments,  namely:  ’ 

% 

PENALTY  MAIL 

Amendment  No.  1,  penalty  mail:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

j 

'  RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  (HOPE-FLANNAGAN) 

I  Amendment  No.  2,  payments  to  States,  etc.,  for  agricultural  experi- 
ient  stations:  House  appropriated  $3,000,000;  Senate,  $2,500,000; 
.;ouse  recedes. 

'  I  Amendment  No.  3,  Alaska  allotment  under  amendment  No.  2: 
lirikes  out  the  House  language  transferring  such  allotment  to  the 
jpropriation,  “Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska.” 
mate  recedes. 

I  Amendment  No.  4,  for  research  on  utilization  and  associated  prob- 
:ms  pursuant  to  section  10  (a)  of  the  act:  House  appropriated 
2,500,000;  Senate,  $3,000,000;  House  recedes. 

i  Amendment  No.  5,  for  distribution  and  marketing  studies:  The 
jj-ouse  appropriated  $2,000,000;  the  Senate,  $2,500,000;  the  Senate 
I'icedes. 

i  Amendment  No.  6  relates  to  a  total.  Senate  recedes, 
j  Amendment  No.  7:  Restores  the  House  provision  stricken  out  by 
jie  Senate: 

'  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work  relating  to  fi.sh 
jj:  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof. 

[  nd  adds  the  following: 

^ccept  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies 
Aiicerned  with  such  rates. 

i 

f 

I  OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

i  ^ 

I  Amendment  No.  8,  for  salaries  and  expenses:  The  House  appro- 
riated  $2,025,000;  the  Senate,  $2,225,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
D  $2,125,000. 

I  Amendment  No.  9,  relating  to  the  limitation  for  personal  services 
I  the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  provided  $1,597,000;  the 
penate,  $1,500,000;  the  House  recedes. 
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Amendment  No.  10;  The  House  provided  for  the  transfer  to  tl 
appropriation  for  printing  and  binding  from  funds  appropriated- 

for  administering  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1937  t 
U.  S.  C.  608c-608d),  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  j 
connection  therewith. 

The  Senate  struck  out  the  House  provision  and  inserted: 

to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (| 
IJ.  S.  C.  61 2c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  an 
binding  in  connection  with  the  activities  under  section  32.  * 

Amendment  No.  11:  The  House  authorized  transfers  of  $95,30; 
from  certain  general  appropriations  to  the  appropriation  for  printin ' 
and  binding.  The  Senate  authorized  $170,000.  The  conferees  hav 
agreed  upon  $145,000. 

' 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS  ■ 

I 

Amendment  No.  12:  Relates  to  limitation  on  expenditures  fo* 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Adjusted  to  conforn 
to  action  on  amendment  No.  13.  Ij 

Amendment  No.  13,  economic  investigations:  The  House  approj 
priated  $1,743,600;  the  Senate,  $2,243,600;  the  conferees  have  agreei' 
upon  $2,000,000. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

Amendment  No.  14,  salaries  and  expenses;  The  House  appropriate! 
$428,000;  the  Senate,  $578,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upoi' 
$503,000. 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA  AND  OFFICE  01 

EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Amendments  Nos.  15  and  16;  The  House  provided  for  an  appro 
pi’iation  of  $144,940  together  with  all  Territorial  funds  available  foi 
the  Territorial  Agricultural  Experiment  Station  for  a  research  pro¬ 
gram  under  the  exclusive  supervision  and  control  of  the  Secretary  oi^ 
Agriculture,  requhing  the  University  of  Alaska  to  make  available  tc 
the  Secretary  all  of  the  lands,  buildings,  and  equipment  heretofon 
used  by  the  university  in  connection  with  the  experiment  station  - 
The  House  omitted  from  the  appropriation  for  payments  to  the  States  I 
and  Territories  in  connection  with  the  several  land-grant  college  acts; 
the  amount  set  up  in  the  budget  for  Alaska,  namely,  $44,940,  and 
included  that  sum  in  the  total  of  $144,940  appropriated  by  the  House 
for  “Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska.”  By  amendment 
No.  15  the  Senate  struck  out  all  of  the  House  language  and  by  amend¬ 
ment  No.  16  inserted  new  language  restoring  the  Alaska  allotment  oi 
$44,940  to  the  appropriation  for  payments  to  States  and  Territories,, 
and  providing  an  appropriation  of  $100,000  for  “Research  on  agri¬ 
cultural  problems  of  Alaska”  under  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The 
combined  effect  of  Senate  amendments  Nos.  15  and  16  restored  to  the 
University  of  Alaska  possession  and  control  of  the  lamls,  buildings, 
and  equipment  belonging  to  the  experiment  station  and  all  funds  of 
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«aicl  station,  while  authorizing  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  use 
its  appropriation  of  $100,000  for  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  con¬ 
struction  or  acquisition  of  necessary  buildings  and  facilities. 

The  Senate  recedes  from  its  amendment  No.  16  and  agrees  to  the 
House  provision,  stricken  out  by  Senate  amendment  No.  15,  with  an 
amendment  providing  that  the  same  shall  be  effective  until  June  30, 
1949,  and  that  the  Secretary  shall  report  annually  to  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
respecting  the  status  and  progress  of  agricultural  research  in  Alaska 
and  the  advisability  of  resumption  by  the  Territory  of  the  operation 
of  the  experiment  station  under  the  land-grant  college  acts. 

The  conferees  of  both  Houses  wish  to  emphasize  that  the  provision 
agreed  to  does  not  reflect  any  intention  to  depart  from  or  modify  the 
long-established  policy  of  providing  for  I’esearch  through  grants  to  the 
States  and  Territories  under  the  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  and  Bank- 
head-Jones  Acts,  or  to  initiate  a  policy  of  taking  over  the  State 
experiment  stations.  The  provision  agi'eed  to  relating  to  Alaska  is 
to  be  regarded  as  of  a  temporary  nature,  pending  the  correction  of  a 
serious  administrative  deficiency  in  the  past  conduct  of  the  research 
at  this  station.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the  conferees  that  control  and 
operation  of  the  station  by  the  university  shall  be  restored  as  soon  as 
conditions  warrant. 

Research  in  Alaska  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  independent 
of  01  in  cooperation  with  the  university  experiment  station,  as  may  be 
provided,  will  continue,  of  course,  beyond  June  30,  1949,  to  the  extent 
Congress  may  deem  it  wise  to  make  appropriations  therefor. 


BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  17:  Relates  to  a  limitation  on  the  amount  which 
may  be  spent  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  which 
will  be  adjusted  to  conform  to  action  taken  on  the  amendments 
relating  to  the  several  work  programs.  . 

Amendments  Nos.  18  and  19,  relating  to  meat  inspection:  ihis 

item  is  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  20,  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  The  House  appio- 
priated  $290,000;  the  Senate,  $340,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $315,000. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 


Amendment  No.  21,  salaries  and  expenses:  This  iimendmen^’elates 
to  the  amount  which  mav  be  spent  for  personal  services  m 
of  Columbia.  The  House  provided  $500,000;  the  Senate,  $540,912; 
the  House  recedes. 


BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL  ENGINEERING 

Amendment  No.  22,  forest  diseases:  The  House  appropriated 

$359,280;  the  Senate  $379,280;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  23,  soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  The  House 
appropriated  $1,391,000;  the  Senate 

agreed  upon  $1,466,000.  The  increase  of  $75,000  over  the  amount 
appropriated  by  the  House  is  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  "  ‘ 

stations  which  wmuld  otherwnse  be  closed  undei  the  oust 
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BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Amendmenl.  No.  24,  relating  to  expenditures  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  The  House  provided  $692,000;  the 
Senate  $758,688;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $745,350. 

Amendment  No.  25,  insect  and  plant  disease  control:  The  House 
provided  $51,800  for  Dutch  elm  disease;  the  Senate  provided  $151,800; 
the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $101,800.  The  House  provided 
$499,000  for  pink  boll  worm  control;  the  Senate  provided  $749,000; 
the  conferees  have  agreed  upon '$724,000. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

Amendments  Nos.  26  and  27,  salaries  and  expenses:  The  House 
appropriated  $1,045,000;  the  Senate  $800,000;  the  House  recedes. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  28,  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
The  House  provided  $1,055,378;  the  Senate  $1,083,378;  the  House 
recedes. 

Amendment  No.  29,  national  forest  protection  and  management: 
The  House  appropriated  $23,764,891;  the  Senate  $24,014,891;  the 
House  recedes.  In  approving  the  full  amount  of  the  Senate  increase 
the  conferees  of  both  Houses  have  agreed  that  the  earmarking  of 
$25,000  for  Lake  Tahoe  recreation  area  contained  in  the  Senate 
'Report  No.  474  is  not  ratified  by  this  report.  It  is  believed  how'ever 
that  this  expenditure  may  be  made  by  the  Forest  Service  in  the 
discretion  of  that  agency  out  of  any  funds  available  for  an  expenditure 
of  this  character  in  the  event  it  elects  so  to  do. 

Amendment  No.  30,  forest  products:  The  House  appropriated 
$1,000,000;  the  Senate  $1,250,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  31,  forest  resources  investigations:  The  House  ap¬ 
propriated  $572,000;  the  Senate  $822,000  ;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  32  and  33,  acquisition  of  lands  for  national 
forests:  The  House  appropriated  $500,000;  the  Senate  $750,000;  the 
House  recedes  with  the  provision  that  the  money  is — 

to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of  any  lands  acquired 
including  the  cost  of  surveys  in  connection  with  such  acquisitions. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

Amendment  No.  34,  forest  development  roads  and  trails:  The  House 
appropriated  $10,000,000;  the  Senate  $11,000,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  35,  forest  highways:  The  House  apiiropriated 
$5,300,000;  the  Senate,  $8,300,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  36,  relating  to  a  total,  has  been  appropriately 
adjusted. 

.  Amendment  No.  37,  relating  to  expenditures  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  The  House  provided  $100,000;  the  Senate, 
$109,530;  the  Senate  recedes. 
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FLOOD  CONTROL 


Amendment  No.  38,  flood  control;  The  House  appropriated 
$500,000;  the  Senate  $1,500,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$1,000,000. 

Amendment  No.  39:  Restores  the  House  provision  stricken  out  by 
the  Senate: 

That  allocations  of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947  and  1948  for  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  on  individual  watersheds  shall  be  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the 
Department’s  Budget  justifications  to  the  House  Appropriations  Committee 
and  shall  not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be  necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease 
in  the  estimates  of  available  prior  year  balances — 

and  retains  the  provision  inserted  by  the  Senate,  amended  to  read — 

That  not  less  than  $500,000  of  the  funds  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  allocated 
to  the  watersheds  of  the  upper  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their 
tributaries. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  40,  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia: 
The  House  provided  $838,500;  the  Senate,  $875,000;  the  conferees 
have  agreed  upon  $856,750. 

Amendment  No.  41,  soil  conservation  research;  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $673,000;  the  Senate  $1,423,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $1,048,000. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  P.4YMENTS 


Amendment  No.  42:  In  disagreement. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

Amendment  No.  43,  for  the  National  School  Lunch  Act:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

ADMINISTRATION  OP  AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  AGREEMENTS  AND 

ORDERS 

Amendment  No.  44,  relating  to  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act:  The  House  appropriated  $525,300;  the  Senate  struck  out 
the  item;  the  House  recedes.  Expenses  necessary  for  the  adrnmistra- 
tion  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  during  the  fiscal 
year  1948  will  be  available  within  the  administrative  expenses  limita¬ 
tion  under  the  Section  32  appropriation  entitled  ‘‘Exportation  and 
domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodities.” 


M.4RKETING  SERVICES 

Amendment  No.  45,  relating  to  the  limitation  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  provided  $2,211,000,  e 
Senate,  $2,286,000;  the  Senate  recedes.  .  „ 

Amendment  No.  46,  relating  to  the  “Market  news  service^^ 
priation:  The  Senate  inserted  the  words  “including  bioiers  m 
language  text  referring  to  market  news  on  poultry  produc  s.  i 
insertion  is  merely  interpretive  language  with  reference  o  pou  ry 
products.  The  House  recedes. 
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Amendment  No,.  47,  market  news  service:  The  House  appropriated 
$1,527,500;  the  Senate,  $1,566,250;  The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  48,  marketing  farm  products:  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate,  $1,100,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Amendment  No.  49,  relating  to  the  limitation  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  provided  $141,000;  the  Senate 
$153,000;  the  House  recedes.  ^ 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  50,  loans  under  title  I  and  section  43,  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  51,  salaries  and  expenses:  The  House  appropriated 
$18,000,000;  the  Senate,  $24,000,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  to 
$21,000,000. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  52,  salaries  and  expenses:  The  House  appropriated 
$4,000,000;  the  Senate,  $5,000,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  53,  loan  funds:  The  House  authorized  $225,000,000 
to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  this  purpose; 
the  Senate,  $250,000,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS  | 

Amendment  No.  54,  relating  to  the  waiving  of  limitations  on  per-  I 
sonal  service  expenditures  to  permit  lump-sum  termmal-leave  pay¬ 
ments:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  55,  changing  a  section  number:  The  House 
recedes, 

TITLE  II — GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS  • 

Amendment  No.  56,  operating  expenses.  Federal  Crop  Insurance  i 
Corporation:  The  House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$5,000,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  57,  relating  to  the  scope  of  the  crop-insurance  ! 
program:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

TITLE  III— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION  j 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Amendment  No.  58,  section  32  funds:  The  House  provided  that  not 
more  than  $40,000,000  of  such  funds  shall  be  available  during  the 
fiscal  year  1948  for  effectuating  the  purposes  of  the  act  of  August  24, 
1935,  as  amended;  the  Senate,  $48,000,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
to  $44,000,000. 

Amendment  No.  59,  providing  for  the  school-lunch  program  to  be 
financed  during  the  fiscal  year  1948  with  section  32  funds:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 
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Amendment  No.  1,  penalty  mail;  The  House  appropriated 
$3,186,000;  the  Senate  $3,486,000.  Action  on  this  amendment  will 
depend  upon  action  taken  on  the  several  amendments  in  disagreement 
requiring  allotments  for  penalty  mail. 

Amendment  No.  17:  A  District  of  Columbia  salary  limitation. 

Amendments  Nos.  18  and  19,  meat  inspection:  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $5,000,000  for  the  initial  contribution  to  the  “meat-inspection 
fund.”  The  House  provided  that  hereafter  all  expenses  of  the 
meat-inspection  service  shall  be  paid  from  the  “meat-inspection  fund” 
and  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  hereafter  assess  and  collect 
fees  from  the  meat  packers  based  upon  the  cost  of  the  inspection,  such 
fees  to  be  paid  into  the  “meat-inspection  fund.”  The  Senate  has 
stricken  out  the  House  provision  relating  to  the  “meat-inspection 
fund”  and  the  assessing  of  the  packers  for  the  cost  of  meat  inspection 
and  has  provided  the  budget  estimate  of  $11,140,000  for  meat- 
inspection  service.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move 
to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  42,  soil  conservation  payments:  The  House  ap¬ 
propriated  $165,614,290  for  the  1947  crop  year  program  and  included 
a  provision  that  no  soil  conservation  payments  program  may  be 
planned  for  the  crop  year  1948.  The  Senate  struck  out  the  House 
p.ovision  and  provided  a  total  of  $295,635,044  for  the  1947  crop 
program  and  authorized  a  program  for  the  crop  year  1948  in  the  total 
sum  of  $150,000,000.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will 
move  tv7  insist. 

Amendments  Nos.  43  and  59,  National  School  Lunch  Act;  rhe 
House  appropriated  $45,000,000  and  provided— 


That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching  funds  from  sources 
within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches.  ^ 

The  Senate  struck  out  the  House  provision  by  amendment  No.  43  and 
inserted  new  language  by  amendment  No.  59  providing  for  the 
expenditure  of  $75,000,000  for  the  program  from  section  32  funds,  with 
no  limitation  prohibiting  the  use  of  funds  derived  from  the  sale  ol 
lunches  for  matching  purposes.  The  managers  on  the  part  ol  the 
House  will  move  to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  50,  farm-tenant  loans:  The  House  made  no  P^b- 
vision;  the  Senate  appropriated  $20,000,000.  The  manageis  on  tie 

part  of  the  House  will  move  to  insist.  ^  i  i 

Amendment  No.  54,  section  8:  The  Senate  inserted  language 

providing  that — 

limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  personal  services 

in  this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  o 
December  21,  1944  (Public  Law  525). 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  wdl  move  to  recede  and  concur 
with  an  amendment  inserting  new  language  at  the  end  o 
amendment,  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  in  expending  the  appropriation  herein  for 

tine,  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,”  service  shall  be  maintained  at  all  stockyaius 
having  such  service  during  the  last  quarter  of  the  nsca  y  • 
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Amendment  No.  57,  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  The- 
Senate  inserted  the  following: 

:  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  to 
insure  any  1948  or  subsequent  crop  except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred 
and  thirty-three  counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty-seven  counties,  m 
accordance  with  section  508  (al  (1)  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as  amended, 
and -five  additional  crops  in  1948  under  the  provisions  of  section  508  (a)  ot 
said  Act,  as  amended,  including  corn  and  tobacco  in  not  to  exceed  fifty  counties 
each  and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed  fifty-six  counties,  unless  otherwise  provided  by 
legislation. 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will^  move  to  recede  and 
concur.  The  proviso  inserted  by  the  Senate  is  considered  by  the 
managers  to  be  purely  a  limitation  on  tbe^  1948  program  and  is  not 
intended  to  be  prejudicial  to  future  legislation. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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1.  AG'fiI(XILTQR.AL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  194So  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  this 
hill,  Ho  R^  3601,  after  rejecting,  196-206,  a  notion  hy  Repo  Rankin,  Miss®,  to 
recommit  the  hill  to  conference  with  instructions  that  the  House  conferees 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendment  increasing  REA  loans  from  $225,000,000  to 
$250,000,000  (ppo  9461-7)0  Agreed  to  Senate  ^endnents  which  had  been  reported 
in  disagreement,  as  follows? 

Agricultural  conservation  progreme.  Agreed,  20^-HS7,  to  a  motion  hy  Rep, 
Cannon,  Moo.  to  recede  from  disagreement  to  tlie  Senate  amendment  incroasirg 
this  item  (ppo  9474-84)  e  Concurred,  218-171,  in  the  Senate  amendment  vdth  an 
amendment  hy  Repo  Case,  So  Bake,  to  increase  the  item  to  $228,000,000,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  administrative-expense  limitation  to  $22,000,000,  and  to  strike  out 
the  provision  regarding  formulation  and  administration  of  the  1948  programs 

(ppc"  9484-7)  o 

Providing  that  limitations  on  amounts  to  he  espended  for  uorsonal  services 
shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave  i^ayments,  with  an  amendment  providing  that, 
in  spending  the  appropriation  for  ‘‘inspection  and  quarantine*’,  BAI,  service  he 
maintained  at  all  stockyards  havirg  such  service  during  the  last  quarter  of  the 
fiscal  year  1947  (po  9496)  o 

Limiting  the  scope  of  the  c'r  oi>~  i  nsur  anc  c  pr  eg  ram  (po  9496)  •, 


.-2- 


Insistod  on  disagreenent  to  tlio  folloxijlng  Somte  anendnents: 

Me;  i,t- inspect  ion  increase  and  elimination  of  reimlurscnent  requirement; 
after  rejecting,  ^  motion  ly  Rep* *  Andersen,  Minn*,  to  roceife  and  concur 

xpp3  9^71"^) o 

School- lunch,  increase;  after  rejecting,  lSi-195s  ^  motion  "by  Rep Cannon, 
Mooj  to  recede  and  concur  (ppo  9^9“’93)* 

Rarm- tenant  loans  item;  after  rejecting,  172"193»  ^  motion  "by  Rep*  Cannon 
to  recede  and  concur  (pp*  9^93’''d)o 

Renalty-r.iail  increa,se  (p*  9^96)«> 

■  '  Increase  in  D*  C*  salary  limitation  for  BAI  (p*  9^96)* 


SiJPPLSIiMTAL  APPEDPRIATIOR  BILL,  1948,  Passed  without  amendment  this  hill,  H, 
4269  (pP‘^  949S''503)»  \i;hich  had  Been  reported  earlier  in  the  day  hy  the  Approy 
)riations  Committee  (H*  Rept*  990)  (po  946o)a 

The  hill  includes  items  of  interest  to  this  Department  as  followsi 

(l/vAmends  the  appropriation  language  contained,  in  the  1948  agri  cultura^appro- 
pl^ation  hill  for  ■’cradica.tion  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  and  other^ontagioi 
disBtases  of  animals”  to  permit  the  Secretary  to  transfer  to  that  j^propria- 

•  tion  '^om  funds  ava.ilahle  to  corporations  and  agencies  of  the  I^artment  sui 
amount s^s  are  necessary  for  eradica.tion  of  foot-and-mouth  dii^a-se  in  Mexici 
pursuant^^  Puhlic.Law  8,  80th  Cong*  The  Committee  report  yj^ta.t os  that  apprc' 
priations  Subsequently  will  he  made  to  replenish  the  accosts  from  viiich 
transfers  ar^madeo 

I2)  $710,000  for  ^fce  Sugar  Rationing  Administration  for  industrial  rationing  o3 
sugar,  terminal.  5  snd  liquidation  of  the  progr^  (Budget  estimate, 
$ls9S0fC'00,  of  whx^  $750,000  vra-s  appropriated  irr^e  Emergency  Appropria'^ 
tion  Act,  1948)o  X 

(3)  Makes , available  fromWioH^ga-ted  balances  $la^0,000  for  espenses  of  liqui- 
da.tirg  UBRRA  (Budget  es^mate,  $2,370<,000,  ^^ludi.rg  $1,125j0Q0  for  this 
Department ;  o 

(4)  $l40,000  for  liquidation  o^Office  of  Ri^ense  Transport ati on* 

(5)  $90,000  for  liquidation  of  Scientific  Research  and  Development* 

(6)  $^0,000,000  for  assistance  t^s^^ree^^and  Burkeyo 

(7.'  $500,000  for  liquidation  of  leiXc»^-se  program* 

(S)  $33 2; 000 5 000  for  relief  assistai 


m;o  war-devastated  countries* 
cng  o^k  surplus  property  oversea-s* 


(9)  $35? 34s 5 000  for  care  and  hand.  ^  _  _  _ 

(10;  $100^000  for  Rood  and  Drug^^dr.iinist]^^ion*s  work  regarding  penicillin  and 
production  of  candies  cont^^ifning  coal-tXv^°^°^'®  because  of  recent  modifica¬ 
tion  in  sugar  ratlonihgo 

(11)  $4,0005,000  for  0ffic^f6f  Selective  Servieg^^ecordSo 

(12)  $950,000  for  materi^s  distribution  and  lic^^dation  of  Office  of  Tenporarj 

Controls  o  jr 

(13)  $71:024,900  fo-y  international  Refugee  Organic _ , 

(14)  $100,000s,000  5<!r  purchase  of  strategic  and  critiX)-  ma.terials  hy  Bureau  ofj 
Eederal  Suppl;_^ 

(15)  Increase  i^Hadministrative-ejqpense.  limitation  for  SpjWce  Production  Coip® 

(16)  'i550?OOyuOO  for  government  and  rel ief  in  occupied  area 

(17)  VariouyjudgmBnts  and  claims  items: 


Eollowy^  are  excerpts  from  the  committee  report; 

Ri^rall  charge s->  ''The  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946  perm^s^s  charging 
the  Warnings  of  a  pay  period  falling  in  two  fiscal  years  to  the  appr^riation  | 
cu^ent  at  the  end  of  the  pay  period  although  there  is  no  bar  in  the  a^  to 
fOllovring.  the  normal  pjrocedure  of  splitting  the  charge  between  the  two  fVea'-  | 
^  yceu’s  involved  in  vhich  event  the  exact  pay  for  the  days  in  oac.h  fiscal  y^X* 
would  be  char-ged  ,to  that  year’s  accountso  The  committee  wishes  to  T'^rt  ail  .  j 
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4268)  making  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  Government  corporations  and 
Independent  executive  agencies  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  andr  for 
other  purposes.  Report  No.  99,  whicW  was 
read  a  first  and  second  time,  and/with 
the  accompanying  papers,  referifed  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  H^se  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  and  order/d  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  PLOESER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  pe  allowed 
to  call  up  the  Government  c^porations 
supplemental  appropriation  mil,  1948,  at 
any  time  and  that  all  pointy  of  order  be 
waived.  j 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
the  circumstances  we  have  no  objection 
to  waiving  points  of  order  on  this  bill  ih 
order  to  expedite  consid^ation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objeption. 

EXTENSION  c/p  REMARKS 

Mr.  ARENDS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  hjs  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  an  editorial  and  a  reso-  i 
lution  from  the  i^erican  Legion. 

Mr.  MacKinnon  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  tl^  Record. 

Mr.  CLASOl/ asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extpnd  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  an  article. 

Mr.  LEA  asked  and  was  given  permis-  ' 
Sion  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MADDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  BLATNIK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  , 
Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

COMMITTEE  ON  VETERANS’  AFFAIRS 

Mrs.  ROGERS»pf  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs  may 
have  permission  to  sit  during  the  rest  of 
the  week  while  general  debate  is  going  on 
in  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of 
the  report. 

’The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAEZER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  a  question.  Copies  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  this  bill  are  not  avail¬ 
able.  It  is  true  the  conference  report  Is 


in  the  Record.  I  have  read  it  in  the 
Record.  But  there  are  a  good  many 
Members  here  no  doubt  who  are  wait¬ 
ing  to  get  copies  of  the  conference  report 
and  who  feel  they  should  have  a  right  to 
study  it  because  certain  items  are  in 
disagreement. 

Ml’.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may 
say  that  the  conference  report  in  its  com¬ 
plete  text  appears  on  page  9369  of  this 
morning’s  Record  and  it  is,  therefore, 
available  to  the  Members,  even  though 
there  might  have  been  some  delay  over 
at  the  Government  Printing  Office.  The 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  has  no 
control  over  the  rush  of  business  in  the 
Government  Printing  Office,  but  the  text 
appears  in  the  Record  of  this  morning  on 
the  page  just  mentioned. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of 
objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  how  can  we  read  the 
Record  with  these  sunrise  sessions?  We 
are  called  to  attend  committee  meetings 
at  9:30  and  then  the  House  meets  at  10 
o’clock.  We  should  know  what  is  in  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  want  to  make  one 
observation.  The  Record  came  out  this 
morning  before  the  conference  report 
wduld  have  been  available  under  any 
circumstances. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  understand,  but  we 
should  be  given  more  time.  This  is  a 
very  important  piece  of  legislation.  It 
affects  the  farmers  of  this  country  more 
than  any  other  legislation  that  will  be 
passed  or  has  been  passed  by  this  Con¬ 
gress  during  the  present  session  and  I 
am  going  to  insist  that  the  Clerk  read  the 
full  conference  report.  I  think  the  Mem¬ 
bers  ought  to  know  what  is  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  and  they  cannot  know  until 
the  complete  statement  is  read. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes;  I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  like  to  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
that  as  I  understand  the  matter  the 
items  in  disagreement  in  the  conference 
report,  about  which  there  undoubtedly 
will  be  a  difference  of  opinion  here  to¬ 
day,  are  the  very  matters  that  were 
debated  at  great  length  when  this  mat¬ 
ter  was  first  before  the  House.  So,  it 
would  seem  to  me  that  everyone  would 
know  fundamentally  what  the  Issues 
are,  and  that  the  thing  that  is  here  in¬ 
volved  today  is  simply  a  restatement  or 
redetermination  of  the  attitude  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  with  respect  to 
the  conference  action. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  dare  say  that  not  a 
dozen  men  in  the  House  know  what  the 
Senate  did  or  what  is  in  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  took  a  look  at  the 
newspaper  this  morning,  and  there  I 
saw  that  the  item  for  benefit  payments 
was  in  controversy;  that  the  item  for 
the  school-lunch  program  was  in  contro¬ 
versy:  that  the  item  for  meat  inspection 
was  in  controversy.  Now,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi,  who  is  eminently 
fair,  remembers  quite  well  that  those 
specific  items  were  debated  at  great 
length  when  this  measure  was  before  us. 


The  membership,  generally,  was  here 
during  those  debates,  and  in  my  opinion 
know  full  well  what  the  issues  are  that 
are  involved.  Now,  I  hope  that  the 
gentleman  will  bear  with  us  in  our  effort 
to  expedite  the  determination  of  these 
very  important  matters.  Of  course,  the 
matter  of  agricultural  appropriations  is 
important.  It  is  important  to  all  of  us. 
However,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  we 
cannot  proceed  expeditiously  with  the 
consideration  and  determination  of  the 
measure  before  us. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  do  not  think  it  will 
take  up  very  much  time  to  read  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  and  I  insist  on  it.  > 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  conference  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  July  17, 
1947.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
subcommittee  on  Agriculture  Appropria¬ 
tions  is  quite  mindful  of  the  importance 
of  the  matter  that  comes  before  you  to¬ 
day  and  at  the  same  time  it  hopes  it  can 
expedite  action  on  the  conference  re¬ 
port  because  of  the  full  calendar  that  is 
ahead. 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  perhaps  I  might 
make  clear  in  a  very  brief  space  of  time 
the  situation  that  is  before  us.  As  I 
shoulder  this  responsibility,  I  often  think 
of  a  very  interesting  recital  that  Solo¬ 
mon  put  in  the  mouth  of  Agur,  the  son 
of  Jakeh,  when  he  said: 

There  be  three  things  which  are  too  won¬ 
derful  for  me,  yea.  four  which  I  know  not: 
the  way  of  an  eagle  in  the  air;  the  way  of  a 
serpent  upon  a  rock;  the  way  of  a  ship  In 
the  midst  of  the  sea;  and  the  way  of  a  man 
with  a  maid. 

I  presume  if  I  were  revising  Solomon 
and  bringing  him  up  to  date,  I  would 
probably  say  there  are  five  things  I  know 
not  of,  five  things  too  much  for  me.  I 
would  recite  all  of  those  four  that  Solo¬ 
mon  set  forth  in  ancient  times,  and  then 
I  might  add:  “The  way  of  another  delib¬ 
erative  body  in  the  legislative  branch  of 
the  Government  with  an  appropriation 
bill.” 

To  refresh  you  on  the  totals  of  money 
involved  and  the  general  picture,  let  me 
just  say  this:  Last  fall  when  the  bureaus 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  deter¬ 
mined  their  needs,  the  aggregate  of  that 
determination  was  $1,600,000,000.  I  give 
it  to  you  in  round  figures.  Those  were 
the  needs  that  they  expressed  in  the 
form  of  money.  They  said  they  would 
require  $1,600,000,000  to  express  the  vari¬ 
ous  activities  in  which  they  were  inter¬ 
ested.  That  figure  went  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  then  it  went  to 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  And  when 
the  President’s  instrumentaUty  finally 
completed  its  refinement,  it  had  reduced 
it  by  $400,000,000.  So  that  the  over-all 
gross  figure  which  came  to  us  when  we 
began  hearings  on  this  bill  was  not  $1,- 
600,000,000,  which  the  bureaus  had  re¬ 
quested,  but  $1,200,000,000. 

Then,  we  began,  as  the  saying  goes,  to 
impress  our  wisdom  upon  the  bill  and 
upon  those  needs.  There  were  seven 
weeks  of  hearings  which  required  nearly 
3  months  to  prepare  to  bring  that  bill  to 
the  floor  of  the  House.  When  we  had 
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completed  our  labors  we  determined  that 
they  could  get  along  with  $340,000,000 
less  than  the  amount  In  the  Budget  es¬ 
timate.  It  was  reduced  accordingly,  and 
that  action  was  approved  by  the  House. 
So  that  when  the  bill  went  to  the  other 
Body  it  carried  $340,000,000  less  than  the 
Budget  estimates. 

Then,  another  distinguished  Body  be¬ 
gan  to  work  its  will  upon  these  provi¬ 
sions.  It,  too,  had  rather  extensive  hear¬ 
ings.  I  recognize  the  difficulties  that 
many  Members  of  the  other  Body  have 
in  attending  all  of  the  committee  meet¬ 
ings  which  they  are  called  upon  to  at¬ 
tend.  But  when  the  other  Body  had  fin¬ 
ished  its  deliberations,  it  had  restored 
$200,000,000. 

That  is  the  great  history  of  it.  I  think 
about  the  vigor  and  enthusiasm  with 
which  we  approached  the  responsibility 
of  effectuating  economy  in  Government 
in  January.  But  it  does  not  count  un¬ 
less  that  same  thesis  and  that  same  con¬ 
viction  persist  up  to  adjournment  date. 
You  will  get  no  credit  with  the  taxpayers 
for  economy  by  letting  the  passage  of 
time  and  the  pressures  of  groups  and 
organizations  and  individuals  and  people 
finally  erase  that  conviction.  There  will 
be  credit  for  economy.  To  me,  it  is  a 
singular  thing  as  I  go  back  and  refresh 
myself  on  the  Constitution  and  the  for¬ 
mulation  of  our  scheme  of  government 
that  this  was  supposed  to  be  the  some¬ 
what  wild  and  irresponsible  branch  of 
Government. 

And  so  the  framers  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  said,  “You  get  only  2  years  in  office, 
but  you  get  the  power  of  the  purse,  and 
then  you  must  come  back  and  give  an 
accounting  of  your  stewardship.”  Then, 
by  way  of  compromise,  they  said,  “We 
vnll  create  another  body  in  the  legisla¬ 
tive  branch.  They  are  to  be  selected  by 
the  State  legislatures  and  they  are  to 
have  a  6 -year  term.  It  is  fair  to  assume 
that  there  will  probably  be  a  greater  in¬ 
nate  conservative  tendency  to  hold  you 
down  over  on  this  side.”  But  in  1913  the 
Constitution  was  amended  and  they  were 
elected  by  direct  vote,  and  it  is  interest¬ 
ing  to  go  over  the  last  few  years  of  our 
history  to  determine,  even  as  the  country 
has  determined,  what  is  the  sound  and 
conservative  body  in  the  Government 
today.  If  the  fiscal  integrity  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  to  be  defended  and  kept  in¬ 
tact,  it  will  be  done  in  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  in  no  other  place  in  the 
Government.  That  is  your  responsi¬ 
bility. 

So  we  were  presented  with  an  increase 
of  $200,000,000  in  the  bill  as  it  left  the 
House.  You  know,  a  conference  com¬ 
mittee  is  a  noble  Institution.  Men  in 
felicity  sit  about  a  table,  and  there  is  a 
great  interplay  of  forces  and  there  is  a 
great  show  of  patience.  Sometimes  a 
bit  of  provincialism  creeps  in,  but  in  the 
main  here  are  men  from  both  bodies 
seated  around  the  table,  seeking  to  ex¬ 
press  earnestly  and  sincerely,  as  best 
they  can,  their  interests  and  their  views 
for  their  people.  Very  rightly  so.  Then, 
the  bargaining  begins.  Bargaining  is  a 
very,  very  interesting  thing.  I  can  best 
illustrate  it  by  giving  you  a  few  exam¬ 
ples.  For  example,  in  connection  with 
research  and  research  and  marketing. 


the  House  put  in  a  figure  of  $9,000,000. 
The  Senate  put  in  $9,500,000,  but  redis¬ 
tributed  the  amounts.  So  they  agreed 
to  back  down  on  the  $500,000  if  we  agreed 
to  let  their  distribution  stand.  So  we 
made  that  agreement. 

In  the  Solicitor’s  Office  the  House  cut 
out  $500,000,  and  the  Senate  restored 
$200,000.  So  we  had  a  long,  amiable 
visit  over  how  many  lawyers  are  re¬ 
quired  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Finally,  we  took  this  $200,000  restoration 
and  we  cut  it  in  half.  So  they  gained 
$100,000  and  we  gained  $100,000. 

There  was  a  startling  thing  about  this 
bill.  There  was  one  reduction  in  an¬ 
other  body  and  I  shall  be  just  as  circum¬ 
spect  as  I  know  how  in  conforming  to 
the  rules.  There  was  one  reduction  in 
another  body.  The  increase  was  $200,- 
000,000.  The  one  reduction  in  the  bill 
was  $245,000.  It  was  for  the  Bureau 
of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Eco¬ 
nomics.  It  seemed  rather  strange  that 
the  one  economy  should  have  been  ex¬ 
pressed  on  the  distaff  side,  against  the 
gentler  sex.  Now,  it  may  be  that  we 
have  been  weak  in  that  respect  and  gave 
them  the  budget  estimate,  but  that  was 
the  one  note  of  economy  in  the  bill. 

We  got  along  reasonably  well.  That 
is  part  of  the  noble  business  of  bargain¬ 
ing  across  the  tabie;  You  give  a  little, 
you  take  a  little.  Obviously,  Members 
of  another  body  have  just  as  many  pre¬ 
rogatives  as  have  we,  and  the  purpose 
of  the  conference  committee,  after  all, 
is  to  explore  and  to  seek  common  ground. 
We  did  not  always  do  it  but  we  did  do 
it  on  most  of  the  items  involved  herein. 

TTiere  are  four  major  items  in  dis¬ 
agreement  and  those  will  be  discussed 
at  greater  length  when  we  consider  them 
one  by  one.  The  first  relates  to  meat 
inspection. 

You  will  remember  that  the  Hcuse 
wi’ote  in  a  provision  putting  meat  in¬ 
spection  on  a  fee  basis  to  be  assessed 
against  the  packers.  It  would  save 
$6,140,000  the  first  year;  it  would  save 
$11,140,000  annually  in  succeeding  years. 
There  has  been  great  pressure  on  that 
item,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  received  tele¬ 
phone  calls  and  telegrams  from  all  over 
the  country  and  I  have  received  personal 
visits  from  people  who  are  interested  in 
that  industry,  but  I  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  find  an  argument  that  would  per¬ 
suade  me  that  the  action  taken  by  the 
House  was  wrong.  So  I  propose  at  the 
appropriate  time  that  the  House  insist 
on  its  disagreement,  and  I  assume  that 
at  the  appropriate  time  a  preferential 
motion  will  be  offered  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  and  concur  in-  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment.  It  is  perfectly  all  right,  I  shall  be 
no  crusader.  You  know  it  gets  to  be  a 
pretty  difficult  thing  and  it  is  a  tremen¬ 
dous  tax  upon  one’s  energy  to  be  a  cru¬ 
sader  on  all  the  important  Issues  that 
come  up.  I  shall  be  content  to  place  be¬ 
fore  you  the  facts,  then  let  you  work  your 
own  will.  After  all,  that  is  the  demo¬ 
cratic  process.  If  you  decide  that  your 
conference  committee  is  wrong  then  you 
tell  us,  and  under  your  mandate  and 
under  your  instruction  we  shall  go  back 
and  seek  to  carry  out  that  Instruction. 
It  was  not  so  long  ago  that  I  took  a  very 
splendid  dnjbbing  on  this  floor  at  the 


hands  of  my  very  good  friend,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota,  [Mr.  O’Hara], 
with  reference  to  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  revenue  bill.  When  the  House  had 
expressed  itself  we  went  back  to  the  con¬ 
ference  committee.  We  said  to  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  from  the  other  body ;  Here  is  the 
firm  view  of  the  House  expressed  on,  the 
record,  and  so  we  have  no  choice.  Either 
you  accept  it  or  there  will  be  no  bill. 
And  so  that  is  what  we  propose  to  do 
now.  ’The  first  item  therefore  on  which 
you  will  have  an  opportunity  to  express 
yourself  is  whether  or  not  we  should  re¬ 
lent  from  the  thing  that  you  approved 
before  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ntent  or  whether  you  will  reaffirm  your 
belief  that  the  House  in  the  first  instance 
was  right. 

The  second  item  in  disagreement  is 
the  so-called  agricultural  adjustment  and 
soil-conservation  and  domestic-allot¬ 
ment  payments.  You  will  recall  that  the 
budget  estimate  was  $301,000,000  and  that 
$34,000,000  plus  was  earmarked  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  at  the  National, 
State,  and  local  levds.  When  we  got 
through  we  had  reduced  the  amount  to 
about  $165,000,000.  We  allowed  $150,- 
000,000  in  the  bill  for  soil-conservation 
payments,  and  we  cut  the  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  from  $34,000,000  to  $15,000,- 
000.  The  Senate  has  restored  all  of  the 
soil-conservation  payments,  and  they 
have  increased  the  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  from  $15,000,000  to  $27,000,000 
plus.  In  addition  to  that,  we  struck  out 
of  the  bill  any  authority  for  a  program 
in  the  crop  year  1948  on  the  theory  that 
we  should  not  permit  it  when  that  whole 
matter  is  in  flux  at  the  present  time,  and 
those  on  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
are  considering  an  entirely  new  pro¬ 
gram.  Finally,  the  Senate  wrote  in  one 
provision  putting  a  $500  limit  on  payment 
to  any  one  participant. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Ml’.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  ’The  gentleman  has 
just  referred  to  what  he  calls  soil-con¬ 
servation  payments.  May  I  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if  it  is  not  more  correct  to  refer 
to  that  $290,000,000  expenditure  as  triple 
A  benefit  payments? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct ;  those 
are  what  we  have  always  known  as  triple 
A  soil-conservation  payments  as  distin¬ 
guished  from  soil-conservation  service, 
which  provides  technical  information  to 
farmers  and  assistance  in  the  work  of 
soil  conservation. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  the  House  subcommittee 
has  given  the  soil-conservation  program 
a  very  liberal  amount,  practically  all  they 
asked  for,  and  when  the  statement  is 
made  that  this  is  a  cut  in  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  program,  there  is  a  confusion 
between  the  programs? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  quite  right. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Dakota. 
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Mr.  MUNDT.  Should  not  the  Record 
show  that  the  triple-A  payments  are  for 
soil-conservation  practices  and  that 
there  is  a  relation  to  soil  conservation? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  for  terracing 
and  putting  lime  on  fields,  planting 
maple  trees,  and  doing  a  thousand  and 
one  other  things  that  are  all  carefully  set 
out  in  the  regulations  as  so-called  soil- 
conservation  practices. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  When  this  measure 
was  before  the  House  formerly  I  spoke 
about  fertilizer  and  limestone.  The 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whit¬ 
tington],  who  is  present,  was  question¬ 
ing  me  as  to  the  fertilizer  end  of  it.  I 
took  the  trouble  this  morning  to  call  up 
the  Production  and  Marketing  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  find  out  what  is  being  done  in 
Indiana.  The  total  payments  for  the 
State  of  Indiana  are  almost  $8,000,000. 
Of  materials,  phosphate  was  applied  to 
the  value  of  $1,168,000,  potash  $360,000, 
and  liming  materials  applied  $4,481,000. 
That  certainly  has  nothing  to  do  with 
what  many  people  believe  is  soil  conser¬ 
vation,  involving  contour  farming,  ter¬ 
racing,  building  of  water  dams,  and 
various  other  practices  that  are  being 
engaged  in  now. 

Mr.  DIRKSEfJ.  Let  me  continue  and 
summarize. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  May  I  say  that 
I  stand  on  my  original  statement  that 
superphosphates  were  not  furnished  to 
Mississippi  and  my  information  is,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  stages,  In¬ 
diana  and  some  other  States  were  fur¬ 
nished  these  materials  primarily  for  the 
improvement  of  pastures  but  not  for  the 
cultivation  of  crops. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  next  item  in- dis¬ 
agreement  is  the  school  lunch  program. 
The  House  provided  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $45,000,000.  The  Senate  modified 
that  by  taking  money  out  of  section  32 
funds  which  are  used  for  certain  pur¬ 
poses,  and  increased  the  amount  to 
$75,000,000. 

The  other  item  of  major  Import  in 
the  bill  is  farm  tenant  loans.  Originally 
there  was- a- request  for  $50,000,000  to 
make  these  farm  tenant  loans  100  percent 
loans  for  a  period  of  40  years.  That  was 
reduced  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to 
$35,000,000.  When  it  came  to  our  atten¬ 
tion  that  a  conference  was  to  be  held  on 
the  9th  of  June  to  go  into  what  they 
called  land  fever  and  inflated  prices  we 
did  not  feel  that  we  were  warranted  in 
somehow  or  other  having  young  men 
assume  farming  at  inflated  prices  and 
being  placed  in  jeopardy  later  when  farm 
prices  fell  off,  thereby  develop  a  head¬ 
ache  when  the  adjustment  came  and 
collection  problems  for  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  made  the  loan.  The 
Senate  put  back  $20,000,000.  So  there  is 
that  divergence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  to  summarize,  there  will 
be  four  major  items  in  disagreement. 
The  first  one  is  meat  inspection.  Do  you 
want  to  put  it  all  back  and  put  it  on  a 
direct  appropriation  basis  to  cost  $11,- 
000,000  plus  every  year,  or  shall  we  follow 
the  House  recommendation  and  put  it 


on  a  fee  basis,  saving  $6,000,000  plus  the 
first  year  and  $11,000,000  plus  thereafter. 

Secondly,  do  you  want  to  approve  the 
action  taken  by  the  Senate  restoring 
mainly  this  whole  triple-A  program  and 
wiping  out  the  .economies  effected  by  the 
House,  which  total  somewhere  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $130,000,000? 

Third,  do  you  want  to  modify  the 
school-lunch  program  or  return  it  to  the 
$75,000,000  level  or  do  you  want  to  ride 
along  with  the  earlier  action  taken  by 
the  House  at  $45,000,000? 

Fourth,  do  you  want  to  restore  the 
$20,000,000  of  farm-tenant  purchase 
loans  in  the  face  of  land  fever  and  in- 
fiation,  or  would  you  prefer  to  abide  by 
the  decision  of  the  House  and  keep  that 
money  out  of  the  bill  until  we  can  see 
a  little  more  clearly? 

So,  there  is  the  whole  story.  There 
are  the  four  amendments  that  you  will 
be  called  upon  to  vote.  I  hope  that  it 
will  not  take  an  hour  on  each  one. 
Probably  we  can  dispose  of  each  one  in 
30  minutfes.  It  is  purely  a  case  of  hav¬ 
ing  all  of  the  facts  properly  presented. 
So,  that  is  the  situation,  and  I  hope  we 
can  dispose  of  this  expeditiously,  and  I 
conclude  with  the  observation  I  made 
before,  that  this  committee  is,  first  of 
all,  a  creature  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations:  it  is  a  creature  of  the 
Congress.  Never  haVe  we  pretended  that 
we  are  bigger  than  the  Congress.  What¬ 
ever  your  wisdom  in  the  main  is,  our 
responsibility  is  to  bring  the  facts  to  you 
and  then  let  you  express  your  own 
judgment  without  too  much  crusading 
on  our  part. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  service  to  me  and  probably  to 
oth«r  Members  if  the  gentleman  would 
review  these  four  items  with  the  figures, 
please. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  it  is  agreeable,  I 
will  refer  to  them  very  briefly. 

On  meat  inspection.  No.  1,  the  budget 
estimate  was  $ll,000,000-plus.  It  is  to 
be  taken  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury,  the 
direct  appropriations.  The  House  action 
makes  it  a  fee  imposed  upon  the  packers. 
It  would  cost  $5,000,000  for  the  first  year. 
Thereafter  it  becomes  self-contained, 
and  the  annual  economy  is  expected  to 
be  $11,000,000  a  year  thereafter  and 
$6,000,000  the  first  year. 

Second,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  payment  to  farmers,  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  was  $301, 000,000-plus.  The  House 
wrote  that  down  to  $165,000,000,  with  a 
saving  of  about  $136,000,000.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  has  virtually  restored  the  entire 
amount,  so  the  question  is  do  we  con¬ 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendment  or  do  we 
stand  by  the  House  figure  and  contrive 
this  very  substantial  economy  that  rep¬ 
resents  a  saving  of  more  than  one -third 
of  the  whole  bill. 

The  next  item  is  the  school-lunch 
program.  The  first  request  was  for 
$100,000,000;  some  of  them  wanted  $110,- 
000,000.  The  budget  finally  set  up  $75,- 
000,000  and  the  House  reduced  it  to 
$45,000,000.  The  Senate  put  it  all  back, 
and  provided  that  it  be  taken  out  of  the 


so-called  section  32  funds.  So  there  is 
the  amount  involved  and  the  question 
of  making  it  a  direct  appropriation  or 
a  section  32  approiJriation. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  think  we  ought  to  also 
realize  that  the  House  action  amounts 
to  an  eventual  commitment  of  nearly 
$200,000,000  each  year,  and  that  if  we 
follow  the  Senate  we 'will  have  almost 
$300,000,000  for  school  lunches  each  year. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  was  not  going  to 
speak  on  that  item  until  we  finally  got 
to  it,  but  I  will  say  a  man  appeared  be¬ 
fore  us  who  represented  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  who  made  the  state¬ 
ment  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
had  isaid  that  this  should  cost  $600,000,- 
000  a  year.  I  could  not  find  out  where 
he  got  his  figure,  but  Dr.  Ockey,  who  runs 
the  school-lunch  program  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  in  response  to  a 
question  by  the  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington.  [Mr.  Horan],  said  that  if  all  the 
eligible  schools  come  in  it  will  cost  some¬ 
where  between  $350,000,000  and  $400,- 
000,000  a  year. 

The  final  item  is  the  farm  tenant  pur¬ 
chase  loans.  The  request  from  the 
budget  was  $35,000,000.  The  House  de¬ 
leted  it  entirely.  The  Senate  put  back 
$20,000,000,  so  your  choice  is  between 
nothing  and  $20,000,000,  particularly  in 
the  light  of  the  situation  which  we  face 
today  where  land  has  gone  up  by  more 
than  100  percent. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  What  are  the  total  in¬ 
creases  represented  by  the  Senate  bill? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  total  increase 
was  a  little  over  $200,000,000. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  realize  this 
is  no  time  to  make  a  speech  in  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  time,  but  I  have  one  county  in 
my  district  where  they  carry  on  this  en¬ 
gineering  process  of  contouring  the  land, 
and  all  that.  It  is  one  of  the  most  re¬ 
markable  demonstrations  I  have  ever 
seen  in  the  way  of  creating  productive 
land  that  was  nonproductive  before  and 
increasing  the  income  to  the  farmer. 
How  much  has  that  been  cut? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Practi¬ 
cally  nothing. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  wanted  to 
make  that  clear.  That  has  not  been  cut, 
has  it?  I  wanted  that  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHI'TTEN.  Should  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  be  told,  however,  that  while  the 
supervisory  and  technical  services  have 
not  been  cut,  the  contribution  toward 
the  payment  for  what  is  affected  by  the 
House  action. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  15  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  this 
conference  report  we  come  to  what  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  the  last  paragraph  of  one 
cf  the  most  remarkable  chapters  in  the 
economic  history  of  the  country.  It  is  a 
chapter  which,  with  its  lights  and 
shadows,  with  its  impoverishment  and 
rehabilitation  of  the  American  farmer, 
would  be  a  thrilling  romance  were  it  not 
for  the  deep  tragedy  in  which  it  origi¬ 
nated  and  in  which  we  mayagain  become 
engulfed. 

All  of  us  here  on  the  floor  remember 
those  fateful  days  when  the  farmer, 
destitute  and  hopeless,  saw  the  price  of 
his  products  go  down  to  where  it  paid 
him  a  mere  pittance,  or  nothing  at  all, 
for  his  labor  extending  from  dawn  to 
dusk,  not  only  his  own  labor  but  the  labor 
of  his  wife  "md  children  in  the  field; 
when  he  saw  his  farm  sold  under  the 
hammer  for  a  song;  when  he  saw  the 
majorityof  his  banks,  not  the  city  banks, 
for  not  a  single  city  bank  failed,  but  the 
majority  of  the  country  banks  went  un¬ 
der  carrying  the  life  savings  of  the  coun¬ 
tryside  with  them.  We  recall  vividly 
the  days  when  farmers  in  desperation 
stopped  trucks  on  the  roadside  and 
poured  the  milk  into  the  gullies;  when 
the  farmers  stood  by  with  rope  and  noose 
as  a  warning  to  predatory  speculators 
when  the  sheriff  was  selling  their  land, 
and  when  determined  farmers  marched 
into  the  courtroom  and  pulled  from  the 
bench  the  judge  who  was  enforcing  the 
order  evicting  them  and  their  neighbors 
from  the  homes  which  their  families  had 
held  for  generations. 

That  was  the  situation  when  we  initi¬ 
ated  the  program  of  rehabilitation  which 
should  be  implemented  and  financed  by 
the  bill  before  us  today.  In  those  inter¬ 
vening  years  under  this  nurturing  pro¬ 
gram  we  have  seen  the  farmer  fight  his 
way  up  from  destitution  up  to  the  great¬ 
est  prosperity  the  farmer  and  America 
have  ever  known.  For  America  has 
prospered  with  the  farmer,  and  by  the 
farmer,  and  through  the  farmer.  Under 
the  program,  which  brought  about  this 
remarkable  change,  the  farmer  lias  pro¬ 
duced  as  never  before.  Under  its  pro¬ 
tection  and  encouragement  the  farmer 
helped  win  the  war.  We  could  not  have 
won  without  the  magnificent  production 
of  the  American  farm,  and  we  could  not 
have  produced  upon  the  American  farm 
the  food  which  fed  our  armies  and  our 
allies  and  won  the  war,  had  not  this  pro¬ 
gram  made  it  possible. 

But,  as  incredible  as  it  may  seem,  they 
now  propose  to  wreck  the  program,  to 
abandon  all  that  has  been  gained  and 
return  to  conditions  which  destroyed 
American  agriculture  a  little  more  than  a 
decade  ago.  That  is  the  purport  of  this 
bill  and  that  is  what  you  are  called  to 
vote  upon  in  the  consideration  of  this 
conference  report. 

My  good  friend,  the  able  and  versatile 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  quoted  from 
Holy  Writ.  You  know,  in  the  language 
of  the  old  adage,  there  is  a  certain  ma¬ 
jestic  personage  who  is  also  addicted 
to  the  quoting  of  Scripture.  But  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  referred  to 
the  four  imponderable  mysteries  for 


which  Solomon  found  no  explanation. 
Ah,  my  friends,  there  is  no  mystery  what¬ 
ever  in  the  attitude  and  intention  of  the 
committee  on  this  bill — or,  for  that  mat¬ 
ter,  of  the  legislative  program  of  the  ses¬ 
sion. 

This  has  been  an  epic  session.  Every 
great  interest,  every  great  business  com¬ 
bination,  desiring  legislative  advantage, 
has  come  here  and  laid  hands  on  every¬ 
thing  that  they  wanted.  The  amount  of 
legislative  swag  that  has  been  carried 
av>?ay  from  this  House  and  from  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  this  session  is  beyond  anything 
recorded  in  any  similar  period  in  con- 
gresional  annals.  Everybody  has  been 
taken  care  of  except  the  farmer,  except 
the  veteran,  except  the  children  of 
America,  so  drastically  discriminated 
against  in  this  bill. 

The  situation  is  very  well  expressed  by 
Lowell  Mellett,  one  of  the  premier  com¬ 
mentators  of  our  times,  in  his  syndicated 
column  carried  in  the  local  press  this 
week.  He  enumerated  various  interests 
that  have  come  to  Congress  for  handouts 
and  the  gracious  hospitality  with  which 
they  have  been  I'eceived  and  served. 
Here  is  what  he  says  in  part ; 

The  real  estate  people,  for  example.  Rent 
control  has  been  pretty  well  abolished  and 
all  attempts  at  legislation  to  improve  the 
general  housing  situation  put  on  ice. 

The  railroad  people  seem  about  to  get  what 
they  want,  which  is  legislation  excusing  them 
from  the  operations  of  the  antitrust  laws. 

The  electric  power  people  will  be  free  from 
Federal  control,  to  a  large  extent,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ate  follows  the  lead  of  the  House. 

The  gas  and  oil  people,  ditto. 

And  the  people  who  hire  other  people,  in 
any  large  numbers,  will  be  free  from  the 
unions— if  the  Taft-Hartley  bill  works. 

To  them  that  hath  shall  be  given. 
And  those  with  the  open  sesame  who 
wanted  something  at  the  expense  of  the 
people  have  been  taken  care  of  this  ses¬ 
sion.  Nothing  has  been  refused.  But 
not  the  farmer,  fighting  a  losing  battle 
to  save  his  soil;  not  the  GI  who  wants 
to  buy  a  farm  and  establish  a  home  for 
himself;  not  the  child  on  its  way  to 
school  without  breakfast,  needing  a  bot¬ 
tle  of  milk  and  bowl  of  soup.  They  are 
not  taken  care  of.  This  bill  passes  them 
by  on  the  other  side. 

Let  me  read  the  concluding  paragraph: 

Then  there  are  the  people  who  would  like 
to  have  their  children  decently  educated  and 
the  people  who  would  like  to  have  access  to 
better  medical  care.  Congress  has  listened 
to  them  and  given  them  sympathetic  as¬ 
surances.  But  Congress  cannot  do  every¬ 
thing  at  once.  First  things  come  first.  And 
Congress  has  made  evident  what  it  regards 
as  first  things : 

Beal. estate,  railroads,  power,  gas,  oil,  sugar, 
big  incomes. 

These,  so  far  as  Congress  is  concerned, 
appear  to  be  the  people. 

Now,  let  us  see  what  this  bill  really 
proposes. 

Do  you  know  that  for  the  current  year 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  is  operat¬ 
ing  on  $375,000,000  less  than  it  operated 
on  in  1940?  With  a.  dollar  buying  in¬ 
finitely  less  than  before  the  war,  the  De¬ 
partment  is  allowed  less  than  we  gave  it 
before  the  war.  We  are  at  the  lowest 
point  since  1940.  And  now  this  bill 
proposes  to  make  a  further  cut  next  year 
of  one-third  of  what  we  have  for  the 
present  year. 


I  cannot  believe  this  House  is  willing 
to  stand  on  a  record  like  that.  I  believe 
they  will  also  do  something  for  the 
farmer,  something  for  the  little  man  at 
the  bottom,  who  is  the  foundation  of 
the  great  prosperity  we  are  enjoying 
today. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  In  just  a  moment. 

My  friend  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  quoted  from  Holy  Writ.  There  is 
another  passage  which  should  not  be 
overlooked:  “Thou  shalt  not  muzzle  the 
ox  that  treadeth  the  corn.”  The  farmer 
who  is  producing  food  so  lavishly,  who  is 
supplying  us  with  the  most  sumptuous 
table  ever  set  in  the  history  of  any 
people  when  in  many  lands  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  but  a  crust  of  bread  and  a  pallet  of 
straw,  is  entitled  to  a  small  share  of  it. 
That  is  the  question  in  the  bill  before 
us  today,  my  friends. 

But  it  is  not  merely  a  question  of  jus¬ 
tice  to  the  farmer.  It  is  a  matter  of 
national  interest. 

For  a  hundred  years  back  whenever 
the  farmer  has  lacked  a  fair  v/age  and 
a  fair  price  for  his  products,  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  the  Nation  has  declined. 
Whenever  the  farmer  was  receiving  a 
fair  price,  a  fair  wage  for  his  labor  and 
a  fair  income  upon  his  investment,  the 
Nation  has  prospered.  It  is  an  immuta¬ 
ble  law,  written  in  the  annals  of  every 
people. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  appeal  to  the  House 
today,  not  for  the  sake  of  the  farmer 
alone,  not  merely  for  the  sake  of  the 
GI  boy  who  wants  to  establish  a  home 
under  his  own  vine  and  fig  tree,  not  for 
the  welfare  of  the  children,  the  greatest 
crop  in  America  today,  but  for  the  fu¬ 
ture  prosperity  of  the  American  people, 
in  this  critical  time,  that  we  accept  the 
Senate  amendments  with  these  modest 
provisions  for  continuing  a  program  that 
has  brought  us  a  happiness  and  a  pros¬ 
perity  that  is  the  wonder  and  admira¬ 
tion  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of 
my  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  yields  back  1  minute. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
had  long  and  extended  hearings,  we  have 
had  long  and  extended  conferences,  in 
an  effort  to  resolve  the  differences  that 
we  find  among  us  on  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill.  I  would  like  to  caU 
the  attention  particularly  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  on  the  left-hand  side  of  the  aisle 
here  to  a  matter  that  I  do  not  believe 
has  been  called  to  their  attention  clearly. 
It  has  been  stated  here  that  after  long 
and  tiresome  hearings  these  economies 
were  made  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  The  distinguished  chairman  of 
this  committee,  and  there  is  none  more 
able  in  the  House  and  there  is  not  a 
smoother  talker  in  the  House  either,  back 
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In  February,  before  we  had  the  first  meet¬ 
ing  and  the  first  line  of  testimony,  called 
us  together  and.  announced  then  what 
cuts  would  be  made  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  bill.  To  his  credit,  while 
he  made  that  determination  prior  to  any 
hearings,  he  stuck  to  his  guns  except  in 
a  few  cases  where  the  members  of  his 
own  party  failed  to  go  along  with  him. 
I  do  not  think  that  is  based  on  sound 
procedure,  and  I  daresay  that  is  not  the 
way  to  attend  to  the  business  of  this 
Nation. 

Most  of  the  argument  that  has  been 
made  by  these  distinguished  gentlemen 
with  regard  to  triple  A  payments,  for 
instance,  is  worthy  of  consideration, 
insofar  as  fixing  next  year’s  program  is 
concerned,  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  we 
come  here  this  year  to  fix  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  triple  A  payments  for  this 
year’s  program,  for  instance,  I  hope  you 
will  listen  to  me,  we  come  here  to  con¬ 
sider  whether  we  will  live  up  to  a  con¬ 
tract  that  was  made  last  year  in  which 
the  parties  of  the  other  part,  the  farm¬ 
ers,  have  done  their  s^iare;  their  con¬ 
siderations  have  been  delivered  under 
the  contract,  and  surely  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  our  Government,  should  do  as  it 
promised. 

Each  year,  if  you  follow  me,  the  prac¬ 
tice  has  been  for  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  to  announce  the  program 
for  the  ensuing  year.  We  followed  that 
practice.  The  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  relied  on  that  announcement.  The 
announcements  went  out  to  the  farm¬ 
ers.  This  is  not  a  case  of  sending  them 
a  blue  check,  but  it  is  a  case  of  saying, 
“If  you  spend  out  of  your  own  pocket 
$2,  the  Federal  Government  will  spend 
$1’’  in  an  effort  to  redeem  the  soil,  the 
greatest  natural  resource  which  we  have. 
After  we  followed  that  practice  for  a 
number  of  years  here,  each  time  when 
we  came  here  with  an  appropriation  bill 
to  pay  the  commitments  of  the  Federal 
Government,  we  would  have  some  argu¬ 
ment  and  some  difficulty  in  getting  the 
Congress  to  live  up  to  it.  Thus  it  was 
that  last  year  Judge  Tarver,  then  chair¬ 
man  of  this  subcommittee,  said,  “Gentle¬ 
men,  we  are  fixing  in  this  bill  for  next 
year  a  $300,000,000  program  of  soil-con¬ 
servation  benefits,  and  we  have  had  this 
difficulty  in  the  past,  and  if  you  do  not 
want  the  Federal  Government  to  enter 
into  that  contract,  now  is  the  time  to 
say  so  and  vote  against  this  motion  which 
I  am  submitting  to  you.’’  And,  be  it  said 
for  every  Republican  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  not  a  one  of  them  opened 
their  mouths,  but  stood  there  when  this 
Congress  affixed  its  signature  to  a  $300,- 
000,000  program  for  this  year,  with  the 
chairman-  of  the  committee  saying,  “If 
you  are  not  for  it,  if  you  are  not  going 
to  live  up  to  that  program,  say  so  now.’’ 
The  gentlemen,  every  one  of  them,  good 
men  as  they  are,  and  as  much  as  I  think 
of  them,  stood  there  not  uttering  one 
sound.  • 

But  here  the  Department  announced 
that  program.  The  farmers  set  out  to 
earn  those  benefits;  they  spent  the 
money  out  of  their  own  pockets.  And  I 
will  say  that  so  long  as  I  am  a  Member 
here,  and  I  believe  these  members  on 
my  committee,  if  they  think  about  it, 
know  that  my  word  comes  ahead  of  most 


anything  with  me,  and  next  to  living  up 
to  my  own  word,  I  will  continue  to  believe 
in  carrying  out  the  full  faith  and  credit 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  The 
Congress  has  spent  money  abroad.  We 
have  done  many  things,  because  we  were 
committed  to  it,  but  here  is  a  commit¬ 
ment  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 
And  when  you  go  to  them  y^  are  not 
going  to  them  on  the  basis  Wat  we  ask 
you  to  contribute  to  an  economy,  but 
you  on  the  Republican  side  are  going  to 
them  and  saying,  “We  forced  you  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  it  by  refusing  to  carry  out  the 
commitments  and  promises  that  we 
made  to  you,’’  and  do  not  think  you  are 
not  going  through  that,  and  when  they 
write  back  to  your  districts  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  who  earned  these  benefits  saying  that 
“Congress  has  changed  its  mind,  even 
though  they  made  a  contract  with  you, 
and  you  did  your  part,”  we  are  taking  it 
back.  Of  course,  I  know  they  have  an 
argument  on  the  other  side  that  there  is 
a  little  fine  print  on  these  contracts 
which  says  that  these  payments  will  be 
made  if  funds  are  available.  Do  you 
want  to  say  that  a  man  dealing  with  this 
Congress  has  to  read  the  fine  print  be¬ 
cause  it  will  be  raised  on  him  after  he  has 
performed  his  contract?  Are  you  going 
to  say  that?  I  say  that  this  small  fine 
print  notice  to  him  amounts  to  that  if 
$600,000,000  of  benefits  were  earned,  they 
could  look  only  to  the  $300,000,000.  That 
is  what  it  really  means.  No,  gentlemen, 
in  an  effort  to  equalize  the  opportunities 
of  the  farmers  of  this  Nation,  we  have 
provided  for  parity  payments  or  loans, 
and  we  fixed  that  parity  at  90  percent 
in  most  cases,  and  the  other  10  percent 
was  held  out  so  that  the  fl^rmers  of  this 
Nation  would  use  this  10  percent  to 
maintain  the  fertility  of  the  soil  and  in¬ 
crease  the  fertility  of  the  soil  which 
means  a  lower  price  at  which  the  people 
of  the  United  States  may  buy  groceries 
and  farm  products.  I  think  it  is  right 
when  we  go  in  to  a  farmer  and  say,  “We 
are  going  to  guarantee  to  you  certain  in¬ 
comes  on  the  products  you  grow,  on  the 
basis  of  benefit  payments,  but  to  insure 
that  in  growing  crops  you  will  practice 
conservation  and  will  so  conduct  your 
business  that  you  will  not  deteriorate  this 
great  national  resource  of  this  country, 
we  will  make  the  other  10  percent  con¬ 
tingent  upon  you  carrying  out  good  soil 
practices.”  That  is  fair.  The  farmer 
spends  twice  as  much  as  the  Government 
spends  on  such  a  program. 

We  find  it  throughout  this  conference 
report  here  today,  economy.  I  think  I 
have  as  good  a  record  as  any  man  in 
this  House  on  economy.  I  workqfi  on  the 
Navy  subcommittee  for  many  years,  and 
I  believe  my  record  there  will  show  that 
I  saved  millions.  I  voted  to  end  UNRRA 
and  against  most  of  the  foreign  loans. 
I  voted  against  the  British  loan.  But 
we  find  here  today  the  folks  that  are 
violating  this  commiitment  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  farmer,  after  he  has  spent  his 
money,  after  he  has  earned  his  due,  are 
the  same  men  who  voted  to  send  money 
abroad,  saying,  “We  are  willing  to  break 
the  word,  we  are  willing  to  destroy  the 
full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United  States 
Government  with  its  own  people,  even 
though  we  have  voted  for  the  British 
loan  and  voted  to  send  money  across  on 


the  other  side.”  They  have  said  they  are 
not  willing  to  spend  here  for  a  school- 
lunch  program.  They  say  that  this 
school  program  may  go  to  the  extent  of 
two  or  three  hundred  million  dollars. 
However,  I  offered  an  amendment  to  this 
bill  that  these  funds  be  limited  to  those 
schools  whose  school  authorities  certify 
that  they  are  unable  under  their  budget 
to  provide  a  school-lunch  program  out 
of  their  local  funds.  The  majority  Mem¬ 
bers  claim  they  want  this  school-lunch 
program  for  those  who  need  it  and  can¬ 
not  have  it  because  of  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  the  schools.  If  so,  why  did  they 
vote  down  my  amendment?  That  is  the 
situation  here  today. 

There  are  folks  here  that  want  the 
Democrats  to  make  a  good  fight  and  lose 
it,  because  they  think  there  is  a  lot  of 
politics  in  this;  that  if  you  folks  on  the 
Republican  side  fail  to  carry  out  this 
commitment  it  will  hurt  you  next  fall. 
Be  that  as  it  may,  I  am  more  interested 
in  carrying  out  the  word  of  the  Federal 
Government,  regardless  of  which  party 
will  take  the  kick-back  on  it,  than  I  am 
in  the  politics  of  this  situation.  I  hope 
you  on  the  left  side  of  this  aisle  will 
realize  what  you  are  doing  when  you 
vote  on  these  matters  that  are  in  dis¬ 
agreement,  and  will  help  us  to  carry  out 
the  commitments  of  our  Government. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Phillips]. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  briefly  at  this  time  in  the 
debate  to  refer  to  what  has  already  been 
said.  At  the  proper  time,  on  specific  is¬ 
sues,  I  should  like  to  comment  upon  the 
points  in  disagreement. 

I  should  like  certain  of  the  gentlemen 
upon  this  floor,  who  ha^e  already  spok¬ 
en,  to  realize  that  some  of  us,  who  are 
very  much  in  favor  of  these  cuts,  and 
whose  farm  supporters  and  farm  friends 
are  very  much  in  favor  of  the  cuts,  rep¬ 
resent  agricultural  areas.  There  is  very 
little  if  anything  else  in  my  district  but 
agriculture,  yet  I  added  to  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  report,  as  did  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen],  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  the  cuts  had 
not  been  deep  enough. 

For  the  benefit  of  those  who  listened  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  who  pre¬ 
ceded  me,  who  says  we  are  unable  to  ful¬ 
fill  our  commitments,  may  I  say  that  the 
actual  commitments  today  are  $36,000,- 
000,  and  the  House  bill  appropriated 
$165,000,000. 

My  point  is  that  I  do  not  want  the 
House  to  be  led  astray  by,  shall  I  say, 
overenthusiastic  or  perhaps  somewhat 
partisan  statements,  that  one  side  of  the 
House  or  one  side  of  the  Capitol  favors 
the  farmer  and  the  other  side  of  the 
House  or  the  other  side  of  the  Capitol 
does  not.  I  can  assure  you  that  the  bill 
that  comes  before  you  today  is  a  bill 
which  will  benefit  agriculture.  I  hope 
the  position  of  the  House  managers  will 
be  sustained. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
say  to  the  House  that  the  vote  which  will 
be  taken  first  will  be  on  the  approval  of 
the  conference  report.  The  amendments 
I  have  discussed  today  are  in  disagree¬ 
ment,  and  one  by  one  they  will  be  re¬ 
ported  to  the  House  for  action.  So  what 
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we  vote  on  hei’e  now  is  the  matter  agreed 
upon  in  conference  between  the  House 
and  the  Senate. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  RANBTN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  will 
not  preclude  me  from  offering  a  motion 
to  recommit  to  restore  the  Senate  provi¬ 
sions  on  rural  electrification,  will  it? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  is,  of  course,  in  order  immedi¬ 
ately  after  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  thought  we  first  had 
to  vote  on  the  amendments  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  SPEAKER.  No;  the  motion  to 
recommit  is  in  order  after  the  previous 
question  is  ordered  on  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  refers 
to  is  not  in  disagreement.  The  House 
and  Senate  agreed  on  that  matter. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  know  what  it  is,  but 
I  am  going  to  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
I  would  like  to  be  heard  on  the  motion 
if  it  is  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  motion  is  not 
debatable.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  the  motion  to  recommit, 
as  follows : 

Mr.  Rankin  moves  to  recommit  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  to  the  committee  on  conference 
with  Instructions  to  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  recede  and  concur  In 
Senate  amendment  No.  63  to  Increase  the 
appropriation  for  loans  for  rural  electriflca- 
tlon  from  $225,000,000  to  $250,000,000. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit  would  raise  the  amoimt 
provided  for  rural  electrification  from 
$225,000,000  to  $250,000,000 — the  amount 
recommended  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget. 

You  remember  that  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration  asked  for  $300,- 
000,000,  but  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
only  recommended  $250,000,000,  and  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  re¬ 
duced  it  to  $225,000,000. 

When  this  measure  was  before  the 
House  I  offered  an  amendment  to  raise 
the  amount  to  $300,000,000.  The  House 
voted  down  my  amendment  and  sus¬ 
tained  the  committee’s  recommendation 
of  $225,000,000,  or  $25,000,000  below  the 
budget  estimate. 

When  the  bill  reached  the  Senate  the 
amount  was  increased  to  $250,000,000, 
but  the  conferees  rejected  that  amend¬ 
ment  and  reduced  the  amount  back  to 
$225,000,000. 

By  this  motion  to  recommit  I  am 
merely  endeavoring  to  raise  the  amount 
from  $225,000,000  back  to  the  $250,000,- 
000  recommended  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  and  approved  by  the  Senate. 

This  money  will  be  loaned  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  building  rural  power  lines  to  the 
farm  homes  of  the  Nation,  and  every 
dollar  of  it  will  be  returned  with  inter¬ 
est.  It  will  add  untold  hundreds  of  mil¬ 


lions  to  the  wealth  of  this  Nation,  to  say 
nothing  of  what  it  will  do  toward  bright¬ 
ening  the  farm  homes  and  relieving  the 
drudgery  of  the  men  and  women  living  in 
the  rural  districts  in  every  section  of  the 
country. 

The  farmers  are  begging  for  these 
funds  and  the  REA  is  anxious  to  see  them 
get  it. 

While  we  are  being  asked  to  send 
money  by  the  billions  to  Europe  to  re¬ 
habilitate  countries  that  already  have  90 
percent  of  their  farms  electrified,  while 
this  country  has  less  than  60  percent  of 
her  farms  electrified,  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  can  afford  to  provide  these  funds  for 
our  own  people,  especially  when  we  know 
that  every  dollar  of  it  will  be  returned 
with  interest,  and  that,  as  I  said,  it  will 
add  untold  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars  to  the  wealth  of  the  Nation. 

There  are  some  Western  States  that 
have  less  than  15  percent  of  their  farms 
electrified.  They  need  these  funds  now. 

Let  us  provide  it  and  electrify  every 
farm  home  in  America  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible,  and  make  this  the  richest  and  most 
desirable  country  on  earth  in  which  to 
live. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Rankin), 
there  were — ayes  86,  noes  167. 

Mr.  R^KIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  an®  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  196,  nays  206,  not  voting  28. 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  117] 

YKAS— 196 


Abemethy 

Deane 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Albert 

Delaney 

Jarman 

Allen,  La. 

Dolllver 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Almond 

Domengeaux 

Jones,  Ala. 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Donohue 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Barden 

Dorn 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Doughton 

Kefauver 

Battle 

Douglas 

Kennedy 

Beckworth 

Drewry 

Keogh 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Durham 

Kllday 

Blatnlk 

Eberharter 

King 

Bloom 

Elliott 

Klein 

Boggs,  La. 

Engle,  Calif. 

Lane 

Bonner 

Evlns 

Lanham 

Boykin 

Fallon 

Larcade 

Brehm 

Felghan 

Lea 

Brooks 

Fernandez 

LeCompte 

Brown,  Ga. 

Fisher 

Lemke 

Bryson 

Flannagan 

Leslnskl 

Buchanan 

Fogarty 

Lucas 

Buckley 

Forand 

Lusk 

Bui  winkle 

Gary 

Lyle 

Burleson  ' 

Gathings 

Lynch 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Gordon 

McCormack 

Camp 

Gore 

McMillan,  8.  C. 

Cannon 

Gorskl 

Madden 

Carroll 

Gossett 

Mahon 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Granger 

Manasco 

Celler 

Grant,  Ala. 

Mansfield 

Chelf 

Gregory 

Marcantonio 

Clark 

Hagen 

Martin,  Iowa 

Colmer 

Hardy 

Meade,  Ky. 

Combs 

Harless,  Arlz. 

Meade,  Md. 

Cooley 

Harris 

Merrow 

Cooper 

Harrison 

Miller,  Calif. 

Cox 

Hart 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Cravens 

Havenner 

MUIs 

Grosser 

Heffeman 

Monroney 

Cunningham 

Hendricks 

Morgan 

Curtis 

Hobbs 

Morris 

Davis,  Ga. 

Hoeven 

Morrison 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Hollfleld 

Mundt 

Davis,  Wis. 

Huber 

Murdock 

Dawson,  HI. 

Hull 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Norblad 

Rayburn 

Stevenson 

Norrell 

Rayfiel 

Stlg’er 

Norton 

Redden 

Stratton 

O’Brien 

Richards 

Talle 

O’Hara 

Rizley 

Teague 

O’Konskl 

Robertson 

Thomas,  Tex. 

O’Toole 

Rogers,  Fla. 

•Thomason 

Pace 

Rooney 

Trimble 

Passman 

Sabath 

Walter 

Peden 

Sadowskl 

West 

Peterson 

Sasscer 

Wheeler 

Pfeifer 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Whitten 

Philbin 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Whittington 

Pickett 

Sikes 

Williams 

Poage 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Preston 

Smathers 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Price,  Fla. 

Smith,  Va. 

Winstead 

Price,  Ill. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Wood 

Priest 

Somers 

Worley 

Babin 

Spence 

Zimmerman 

Rains 

Stanley 

Rankin 

Stefan 

NAYS— 206 

Allen.  Calif. 

Gamble 

Mathews 

Allen,  HI. 

Gavin 

Meyer 

Andersen, 

Gearhart  , 

Michener 

H.  Carl 

Gillette 

Miller,  Conn. 

Anderson,  Calif.  GUlle 

Miller,  Md. 

Andresen, 

Goff 

Mitchell 

August  H. 

Goodwin 

Morton 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Graham 

Muhlenberg 

Angell 

Grant,  Ind. 

Murray,  Wls, 

Arends 

Griffiths 

Nixon 

Arnold 

Gross 

Nodar 

Auchincloss 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Owens 

Bakewell 

Hale 

Patterson 

Banta 

Hall, 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Barrett 

Leonard  W. 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Bates,  Mass. 

Halleck 

Ploeser 

Beall 

Hand 

Plumley 

Bendfer 

Harness,  Ind. 

Potts 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Hartley 

Poulson 

Bishop 

Hedrick 

Ramey 

Blackney 

Herter 

Reed,  Ill. 

Boggs,  Del. 

Heselton 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Bolton 

Hess 

Bees 

Bradley 

Hill 

Reeves 

Bramblett 

Hlnshaw 

Rich 

Brophy 

Hoffman 

Riehlman 

Brown,  Ohio 

Holmes 

Robslon 

Buck 

Hope 

Rockwell 

Buffett 

Horan 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Burke 

Howell 

Rohrbough 

Busbey 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Ross 

Butler 

Javits 

Bussell 

Byrnes,  Wls. 

Jenison 

Sadlak 

Canfield 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

St.  George 

Carson 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Sanborn 

Case,  N.  J. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Sarbacher ' 

Chadwick 

Johnson,  HI. 

Scobllck 

Chenoweth 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Scott,  Hardle 

Chlperfield 

Jones,  Ohio 

Scott, 

Church 

Jones,  Wash. 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Clason 

Jonkman 

Scrivner 

Clevenger 

Judd 

Seely-Brown 

Cllpplnger 

Kean 

Shafer 

Coffin 

Kearney 

Short 

Cole,  Kans. 

Kearns 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Cole,  Mo. 

Keating 

Smith,  Kans. 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Keefe 

Smith,  Maine 

Corbett 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Snyder 

Cotton 

Kilbum 

Springer 

Coudert 

Knutson 

Stockman 

Crawford 

Kunkel 

Sundstrom 

Crow 

Landis 

Taber 

Dague 

Latham 

Taylor 

Dawson,  Utah 

LePevre 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Devitt 

Lewis 

Tlbbott 

D’Ewart 

Lodge 

Tollefson 

Dlrksen 

Love 

Towe 

Dondero 

McConnell 

Twyman 

Eaton 

McCowen 

Vail 

Ellis 

McDonough 

Van  Zandt 

Ellsworth 

McDowell 

Vorys 

Elsaesser 

McGarvey 

Vursell 

Elston 

McGregor 

Wadsworth 

Engel,  Mich. 

McMahon 

Weichel 

Fellows 

McMlllen,  m. 

Welch 

Fenton 

Mack 

Wigglesworth 

Fletcher 

MacKinnon 

Wolcott 

Foote 

Macy 

Wolverton 

Fulton 

Maloney 

Woodruff 

Gallagher 

Mason 

Youngblood 

NOT  VOTING— 28 

Bell 

Hall. 

Klrwan 

Bland 

Edwin  Arthur 

•  Ludlow 

Chapman 

Hays 

Patman 

Clements 

Hebert 

Powell 

Courtney 

Jennings 

Riley 

Dlngell 

Jensen 

Rivers 

Folger 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Sheppard 

Fuller 

Kee 

Smith,  Ohio 

Gifford 

Kelley 

Vinson 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Kerr 

1947 
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So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Hays. 

Mr.  Jennings  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Gifford  with  Mr.  Kelley. 

Mr.  Jensen  with  Mr.  Clements. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mr.  Fuller  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker^  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  just  previous  to  the 
roll  call. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. _ _ 

INDIVIDUAL  INCOME  TAX— VETO  MES¬ 
SAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 

UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  407) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  veto  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  retmm  herewith,  without  my  ap¬ 
proval,  H.  R.  3950,  entitled  “An  act  to 
reduce  individual  income  tax  payments.” 

The  provisions  of  this  bill  are  identi¬ 
cal  with  those  of  H.  R.  1  except  that  this 
bill  would  not  become  effective  until  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1948,  whereas  H.  R.  1  would  have 
become  effective  on  July  1,  1947. 

I  returned  H.  R.  1  to  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  on  June  16, 1947,  without  my 
approval,  stating  that  i!;  represented  the 
.wrong  kind  of  tax  reduction  at  the  wrong 
time. 

This  is  still  the  wrong  kind  of  tax  re¬ 
duction  arid  this  is  still  the  wrong  time 
to  provide  for  tax  reduction. 

The  present  bill  is  not  consistent  with 
sound  fecal  policy.  As  I  have  stated  to 
the  Congress  on  previous  occasions,  / 
while  business,  employment,  and  nay^ 
tional  income  continue  high,  we  should 
maintain  tax  revenues  at  levels  that  v4ll 
meet  current  expenditures  and  also  l^ave 
a  surplus  for  retirement  of  the^lfublic 
debt.  No  other  course  is  consistent  with 
realistic  and  conservative  management 
of  the  fiscal  affairs  of  the  Government. 

Since  H.  R.  1  was  disappf^oved,  there 
has  been  no  lessoning  o/  the  need  to 
make  substantial  payme/fts  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  debt.  Maintaining/' the  integrity  of 
this  debt  is  one  of  the  jsrimary  obligations 
of  the  Government./  I  repeat  that,  if  we 
do  not  reduce  tiy'  public  debt  by  sub¬ 
stantial  amoun^  during  a  prosperous 
period  such  as,tne  present,  there  is  little 
prospect  of  Material  reduction  at  any 
time.  / 

I  also  pointed  out  in  my  message  on 
H.  R.  lihat  necessary  Government  ex- 
penditjfres  are  still  high.  'We  are  meet¬ 
ing  tremendous  obligations  growing  out 
of  ihe  war.  The  national-defense  es¬ 
tablishment  still  requires  large  sums. 
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Our  responsibilities'  for  international* 
rehabilitation  have  an  important  bear¬ 
ing  on  our  efforts  to  secure  lasting  peace. 
The  recent  refusal  of  certain  nations  to 
join  in  common  endeavors  to  establish 
conditions  of  world  stability  increases 
the  djfiaculty  of  our  task  and  exposes  us 
to  greater  risk.  Until  we  are  better  able 
to  estimate  the  cost  of  our  investment 
in  world  peace  and  collective  security, 
it  is  unwise  to  make  so  large  a  cut  in  our 
Government’s  future  income  that  our 
ability  -to  meet  our  needs  would  be  im¬ 
paired. 

As  far  as  can  be  determined  at  present, 
it  is  not  likely  that  expenditures  in  the 
fiscai  year  1948  will  be  substantially  less 
than  I  estimated  in  the  January  budget 
message.  A  careful  appraisal  of  the 
outlook  for  both  receipts  and  expendi¬ 
tures  indicates  that  it  is  not  possible, 
under  present  conditions  to  make  a 
major  tax  reduction  and  an  adequate 
payment  on  the  public  debt  at  the  same 
time. 

Not  only  does  this  bill  represent  an 
.unsound  fiscal  policy,  but  it  would  also 
contrilJute  to  infiationary  pressures^ 
wNch  we  have  made  progress  in  cor 
bating  but  have  by  no  means  overcorrfe. 
As  Instated  in  the  message  on  H.  ^  1, 
there  i$,^no  justification  for  tax  rec^tion 
so  long  price- stability  at  sound  levels 
has  not  baen  secured  and  bus^ss,  em¬ 
ployment  md  national  inconje  continue 
at  peak  level 

Since  the  v^ip  of  H.  R.  ^income  pay¬ 
ments  t_  indivuSnals  haye  continued  to 
rise,  and  the  ge^ral  ^vel  of  business 
activity  is  establisnln^new  high  records. 
The  total  number  M(^ivilians  gainfully 
employed  has  also ^n^ued  to  rise.  To¬ 
tal  employmenty^n  Jufte  increased  by 
1,725,000  over  May,  and^e  total  num¬ 
ber  now  emp/feyed  is  oveliV60.000,000 — 
the  highest ^  our  history,  ^ere  is  still 
no  convinpmg  evidence  that  arecession 
is  imminrtit.  \ 

Tax  Reduction  now  would  delasn^e  re- 
adjus^ents  of  prices  and  wages  neces¬ 
sary/to  maintain  this  high  prosp^ty 
It/would  lead  to  an  even  higher  levelW 
prices  for  consumer  goods.  It  would  in' 
/crease  the  danger  of  a  recession. 

For  all  these  reasons,  which  are  more 
compelling  now  than  they  were  1  month 
ago,  I  regard  the  present  bili  as  un¬ 
sound  and  unsafe. 

I  also  regard  it  as  unfair. 

In  my  message  of  disapproval  of  June 
16,  I  pointed  out  that  H.  R.  1  was  in¬ 
equitable  in  that  it  would  reduce  taxes 
in  the  high-income  brackets  to  a  grossly 
disproportionate  extent  as  compared 
with'  the  reduction  in  the  low-income 
brackets.  '"l  stated  that  a  good  tax-re¬ 
duction  bill  should  give  a  greater  propor¬ 
tion  of  relief  to  low-income  groups.  , 

Since  the  present  bill  is  identical  ex¬ 
cept  as  to  its  effective  date,  it  is,  of  course, 
subject  to  the  same  criticism. 

It  is  important  to  remember  that,  dur¬ 
ing  the  war.  Federal  income  taxes  were 
extended  to  millions  of  low-income  fam¬ 
ilies  who  had  never  before  paid  them, 
and  taxes  on  moderate  incomes  were  in¬ 
creased  by  a  far  greater  proportion  than 
those  on  higher  incomes.  The  amount 
by  which  present  income  taxes  exceed 


those  payable  under  the  Revenue  Act  of/ 
1940  represents  a  special  wartime 
burden. 

When  the  time  comes  to  lessen /this 
wartime  tax  burden,  it  is  only  fai/ that 
we  should  follow  a  pattern  whic^is  the 
reverse  of  that  under  which  tM  burden 
was  imposed.  That  is  to  sa^this  war¬ 
time  tax  burden  should  be  yrouced  on  a 
basis  that  is  fair  to  low-incftne  groups  as 
weU  as  to  high-income  groaps. 

The  failure  of  H.  R.  3^0  to  follow  this 
equitable  principle  i^trikingly  demon¬ 
strated  by  the  followmg  examples; 

The  bill  woul(^-emove  21  percent  of 
this  wartime  burden  for  a  married 
couple  with  aafTncome  of  $2,500. 

The  bill  ^uld  remove  64  percent  of 
this  wartime  tax  burden  for  a  couple  with 
an  incoipe  of  $100,000. 

The ^ill  would  remove  85  percent  of 
this  ^rtime  tax  burden  for  a  couple  with 
an  jncome  of  $1,000,000. 

am  unequivocally  committed_  to  the 
fght  kind  of  tax  reduction  at  tlie  right 
''time.  The  right  kind  of  tax  reduction 
must  be  based  upon  a  careful  considera¬ 
tion  of  all  elements  of  our  tax  structure. 

A  premature  and  faulty  tax  reduction 
bill  such  as  H.  R.  3950  would  inject  into 
our  .tax  system  inequities  which  would 
greatly  increase  the  difficulty  of  making 
desirable  revisions. 

A  fair  and  proper  revision  of  our  tax 
structure  should  result  in  an  equitable 
distribution  of  tax  reductions.  It  should 
be  designed,  also,  to  assure  a  balanced 
budget,  adequate  debt  retirement,  and  an 
adequate  reserve  for  meeting  our  inter¬ 
national  commitments  and  carrying  out 
our  foreign  policy.  It  should  be  designed 
to  provide  stability  rather  than  instabil¬ 
ity  in  our  economy,  and  should  be  prop¬ 
erly  timed  for  that  purpose. 

Because  H.  R.  3950  is  at  complete  vari¬ 
ance  with  the  fundamental  requirements 
of  a  good  tax  bill,  I  am  compelled  to  re¬ 
turn  it  without  my  approval. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

The  White  House,  July  18,  1947. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the 
^President  will  be  spread  at  large  upon 
le  Journal,  and  the  bill  and  message 
wKl  be  printed  as  a  House  document. 

^e  question  is.  Will  the  House,  on  re- 
consiWration,  pass  the  bill,  the  objec¬ 
tions  ot  the  President  to  the  contrary 
notwith^nding? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  memBership  has  discussed  the  bili 
H.  R.  1  and^he  bill  H.  R.  3950  fully. 

I  am  satisfied,  every  Member  in  the 
chamber  has  ma'^up  his  mind  how  he 
is  going  to  vote,  ^herfe  is  therefore  no 
occasion,  as  I  sfee  it^Tor  further  debate. 

I  do  wish  to  say,  hoover,  that  we  have 
made  an  honest  •  attera^rt  to  secure  tax 
reduction  for  49,000,00^  tax-harassed 
Americans.  It  is  highly  improbable  that 
we  shall  make  another  effort  but  rather 
we  will  submit  the  matter  to^^^at  great 
tribunai,  the  American  people/,^n  1948, 
and  let  them  decide  whether  or  not  they 
want  tax  reduction.  It  is  clear  to  me 
that  the  President  will  not  approve  any 
tax  reduction  bill  that  is  not  basically 
political. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is,  Will 
the  House,  on  reconsideration,  pass  the 
bill,  the  6bj  actions  of  the  President  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding? 

Under  the  Constitution,  this  vote  must 
be  determined' ^y  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  299,  nays  108,  not  voting  23, 

as  follows :  \ 

[Roll  N(>.,J,18] 

YEAS— 209 


Allen,  Calif. 

Elsaesser  \ 

LeCompte 

Allen,  Ill. 

Elston  > 

^eFevre 

Allen,  La. 

Engel,  Mich. 

^mke 

Almond 

Engle,  Calif. 

IjWis 

Anderson,  Calif.  Fallon 

Looee 

Andr'esen, 

Fellows 

Lovev 

August  H, 

Fenton 

Luea^ 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Fisher 

McConaell 

Angell 

Fletcher 

McCowerk 

Arends 

Fogarty 

McDonou^ 

Arnold 

Foote 

McDowell  \ 

Auchincloss 

Pkilton 

McGarvey  \ 

Bakewell 

Gallagher 

McGregor  \ 

Banta 

Gamble 

McMahon 

Barrett 

Gary 

McMillan.  S.  C. 

Bates,  Mass. 

Gathings 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Battle 

Gavin 

Mack 

Beall 

Gearhart 

MacKinnon 

Bender 

Gillette 

Macy 

Bennett,  Mich, 

Gillie 

Maloney 

Bennett,  Mo, 

Goff 

Martin,  Iowa 

Bishop 

Goodwin 

Mason 

Blackney 

Gossett 

Mathews 

Boggs,  Del. 

Graham 

Meade,  Ky. 

Bolton 

Grant,  Ind. 

Meade,  Md. 

Bonner 

Griffiths 

Merrow 

Boykin 

Gross 

Meyer 

Bradley 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Michener 

Bramblett 

Hagen 

Miller,  Conn. 

Brehm 

Hale 

Miller,  Md. 

Brooks 

Hall, 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Brophy 

Leonard  W. 

Mills 

Brown,  Ga. 

Halleck 

Mitchell 

Brown.  Ohio 

Hand 

Morrison 

Buck 

Harless,  Arlz. 

Morton 

Buffett 

Harness,  Ind. 

Muhlenberg 

Bulwlnkle 

Harris 

Mundt 

Burke 

Harrison 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Busbey 

Hart 

Murray,  Wis. 

Butler 

Hartley 

Nixon 

Bymes,  Wis. 

Hedrick 

Nodar 

Canfield 

Herter 

Norblad 

Carson 

Heselton 

Norrell 

Case,  N.  J. 

Hess 

O’Hara 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

HUl 

O’Konskl 

Chadwick 

Hlnshaw 

O’Toole 

Chelf 

Hoeven 

Owens 

Chenoweth 

Hoffman 

Passman 

Chlperfield 

Holmes 

Patterson 

Church 

Hope 

Peterson 

Clasen 

Horan 

Philbin 

Clevenger 

Howell 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Cllppinger 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Coffin 

Javlts 

Ploeser 

Cole,  Kans. 

Jenison 

Plumley 

Cole,  Mo. 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Potts 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Poulson 

Corbett 

Jennings 

Preston 

Cotton 

Jensen 

Price,  Fla. 

Coudert 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Ramey 

Cox 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Rankin 

Cravens 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Redden 

Crawford 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Reed,  Ill. 

Crow 

Jones.  Ohio 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Cunningham 

Jones,  Wash. 

Rees 

Curtis 

Jonkman 

Reeves 

Dague 

Judd 

Rich 

Davis,  Ga. 

Kean  / 

Riehlman 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Kearney 

Rlzley 

Davis,  Wis. 

KearijS 

Robertson 

Dawson,  Utah 

Keating 

Robsion 

Devitt 

Kepfe 

Rockwell 

D’Ewart 

Kefauver 

Rogers,  Fla 

Dirksen 

Keogh 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Dolllver 

Kerr 

Rohrbough 

Domengeaux 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Ross 

Dondero 

Kllburn 

Russell 

Donohue 

Kilday 

Sadlak 

y 

Knutson 

St.  George 

DoughMn 

Kunkei 

Sanborn 

Durham 

Landis 

Sarbacher 

Eaton 

Lane 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

ElUtStt 

Larcade 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Ellis - 

Latham 

Scoblick 

Ellsworth 

Lea 

Scott.  Hardle 

Scott, 

Stevenson 

Vursell 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Stockman 

Wadsworth 

Scrlvner 

Stratton 

Welchel 

Seely-Brown 

Sundstrom 

Welch 

Shafer 

Taber 

West 

Short 

Talle 

Wheeler 

Sikes 

Taylor 

Whittington 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Wlgglesworth 

Simpson,  Pa. . 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Smith,  Kans. 

Tibbott 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Smith,  Maine 

Tollefson 

Wolcott 

Smith,  Wis. 

Towe 

Wolverton 

Snyder 

Twyman 

Wood 

Springer 

Vail 

Woodruff 

Stanley 

Van  Zandt 

Youngblood 

Stefan 

Vorys 

NAYS— 108 

Abernethy 

Folger 

Morgan 

Albert 

Forand 

Morris 

Andersen, 

Gordon 

Murdock 

H.  Carl 

Gore 

Norton 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Gorskl 

O’Brien 

Barden 

Granger 

Pace 

Bates,  Ky. 

Grant,  Ala. 

Peden 

Beckworth 

Gregory 

Pfeifer 

Blatnik 

Hardy 

Pickett 

Bloom 

Havenner 

Poage 

Boggs,  La.' 

Heffernan 

Price,  Ill.  • 

Bryson 

Hendricks 

Priest 

Buchanan 

Hobbs 

Rabin 

Buckley 

Hollfield 

Rains 

Burleson 

Huber 

Rayburn 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Hull  • 

Rayfiel 

Camp 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Richards 

^annon 

Jarman 

Rooney  ^ 

^rroll 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Sabath  ^ 

Cailer 

Jones,  Ala. 

Sadowskl  / 

date 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Sasscer  / 

Coliner 

Kennedy 

Smathers  / 

CombV 

King 

Smith,  vd. 

Cooley\ 

Klein 

Somer^^ 

Cooper  •  \ 

Lanham 

SpencA 

Grosser  \ 

Leslnskl 

Stlgl/r 

Dawson,  Ill\ 

Lusk 

Teague 

Deane  \ 

Lyle 

^omason 

-Trimble 

Delaney  ' 

i^ynch 

Dlngell 

^cCormack 

Walter 

Dojiglas 

^dden 

Whitten 

Drewry 

M»on  ^ 

Williams 

Eberharter 

Man^co  ^ 

Winstead 

Evins 

Man^ld; 

Worley 

Felghan 

Marcangtonlo 

Zimmerman 

Fernandez 

MillewTVllf. 

Flannagan 

Moq^ne\ 

1 

Moy  voTiNte— 

23 

Bell 

^11,  \ 

Ludlow 

Bland  , 

/  Edwin  Arthin 

i^atman 

Chapman  ./ 

Hays 

\pwell 

Clements 

Hubert 

^ey 

Courtney 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Riwrs 

Fuller 

Kee 

Sheward 

Gifford^. 

Kelley 

SmitH^hlo 

Gwyi^,  Iowa 

Klrwan 

VlnsonNk  • 

So  (two-thirds  having  voted  in^vor 
tjjereof)  the  bill  was  passed,  the  o^c- 
.tions  of  the  President  to  the  contrail 
'  notwithstanding.  \ 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs; 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Vinson  and  Mr.  Hebert  for,  with  Mr. 
Hays  agr'lnst. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  and  Mr.  Gifford  for, 
with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas  against. 

Mr.  Bland  and  Mr.  Riley  for,  with  Mr. 
Klrwan  against. 

Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  for, 
with  Mr.  Kelley  against. 

Additional  general  pairs; 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  JoNKMAN  changed  his  vote  from 
“no”  to  “aye.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  ROBSION.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  ROBSION.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  toda^ 
the  House  received  the  message  of 
President  vetoing  H.  R.  3950,  an  ac^to 
reduce  individual-income-tax  pay™nts, 
and.  the  House  has  concluded  a  ^te  on 
the  veto  and  passed  the  bill  ^er  the 
President’s  veto  by  a  vote  of  ^9  to  108, 
nearly  3  to  1  and  83  voteymore  than 
the  required  two-thirds  m^Cjority.  The 
action  of  the  House  mu^'have  brought 
joy  to  nearly  50,000,000  ir^ome  taxpayers, 
but  their  joy  was  of  slwt  duration  as  the 
matter  was  brought/up  in  the  Senate 
and  the  Senate  voted  57  to  36  to  override 
the  Presidential  y^to.  It  did  not  receive 
a  two-thirds  majority  as  required  by  law 
and  therefore  the  nearly  50,000,000  in¬ 
come  taxpayers  have  again  been  denied 
relief  from  their  heavy  war  tax  burdens. 

The  House  and  Senate  passed,  by  very 
substantial  majorities,  the  tax  reduction 
bill,  H.  R.  1,  sometime  ago.  It  went  to 
the  White  House  and  was  vetoed  by  the 
President.  The  House  failed  to  override 
the  President’s  veto.  If  two  persons  had 
/  changed  their  votes  from  “No”  to  “Yes” 
the  veto  would  have  been  overridden  on 
the  first  tax  bill  by  a  vote  of  270  to  135. 
The  vote,  however,  on  the  veto  was  ac¬ 
tually  268  to  137.  As  the  House  did  not 
override  the  veto  it  did  not  go  to  the 
Senate  for  action. 

The  vote  today  showed  considerable 
change  of  sentiment  in  the  I?ouse  on 
this  question.  The  vote  in  the  House 
was  299  to  108 — 83  votes  more  than  the 
necessary  two-thirds  majority — but  be¬ 
cause  of  the  veto  and  the  failure  of  the 
Senate  to  override  it,  there  is  no  relief  in 
sight  for  the  American  people.  The  bill 
vetoed  today  and  passed  by  the  House 
is  identical  with  the  tax  reduction  bili 
passed  by  the  House  and  Senate  and 
vetoed  by  the  President  on  June  17,  1947 
with  one  exception.  The  reduction  in 

H.  R.  1  was  to  take  effect  July  1,  1947. 
Under  the  bill  vetoed  today,  the  reduc¬ 
tion  would  take  effect  January  1,  1948. 

THIRTY  MILLION  IN  LOW  BRACKETS  BENEFITED 

Approximately  30,000,000  income  tax¬ 
payers  in  the  low-income  brackets  under 
this  bill  were  given  a  30-percentr  reduc¬ 
tion  or  almost  one-third  of  their  taxes. 
S^his  would  have  benefiteed  tens  of  mil- 
\pns  of  workers  in  factories,  shops,  mills, 
mines,  on  the  farms  and  railroads,  teach- 
ers^*estaurant  and  hotel  workers  and 
millions  of  farmers.  This  bill  would  also 
give  t\  approximately  1,500,000  income 
taxpay^who  are  65  years  of  age  or  over 
an  addit^nal  -exemption  of  $500.  It 
would  give\p  15,000,000  to  18,000,000  in¬ 
come  taxpayers  in  the  middle  income 
bracket  20  peiWnt  reduction,  or  a  cut  of 
one -fifth  of  then:  taxes  and  it  would  give 
10  Va  percent  redw^ion  to  less  than  1,000 
income  taxpayers  i^the  highest  brackets. 
Under  the  present  i\w  the  income  tax¬ 
payers  in  this  highe^  bracket  are  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  87  percenVof  their  taxable 
Income.  In  other  wordi  they  pay  in 
taxes  87  cents  out  of  every  dollar  of  their 
taxable  income.  I  think  most  reason¬ 
able  people  agree  that  is  taking  a  big 
bite  out  of  the  income  of  these  less  than 

I, 000  people  and  under  this  bill,  they 
would  get  a  reduction  of  only  10  per 
cent  and  they  still  would  be  taxed 
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percent,  but  these  30,000,000  income  tax¬ 
payers  in  the  lower  brackets  wotild  have 
had  their  taxes  cut  30  percent  or  nearly 
one^hird. 

All^f  these  taxes  are  what  we  call 
emergency  war  taxes.  The  war  closed 
in  Eur^je  more  than  2  years  and  3 
months  ago  and  the  war  in  the  Pacific 
closed  nearN  2  years  ago.  Undoubtedly 
it  is  high  tim^e  are  giving  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  s(^e  tax  relief  from  these 
war  taxes.  Man&  of  the  countries  we 
have  been  helpin^n  a  large  way  have 
given  their  people  t^  reductions. 

The  President  in  hi^brief  message,  as 
he  did  in  June  when  nt  vetoed  the  tax 
reduction  bill,  H.  R.  1,  sidd  that  this  is 
still  the  wrong  time  and  wrong  kind  of 
tax  reduction.  He  also  states  that  we 
do  not  know  yet  what  heavy  a^igations 
we  may  assume  in  rehabilitatn^  other 
countries  and  in  providing  reliefNtor  the 
people  of  other  countries.  He  states  in 
part  as  follows:  \ 

As  far  as  can  be  determined  at  presentlN^t 
Is  not  likely  that  expenditures  in  the  fisc 
year  1948  (which  began  July  1,  1947,  and’ 
will  end  June  30,  1948)  will  be  substantially 
less  than  I  estimated  in  the  January  budget 
message  *  •  •  a  careful  appraisal  of 

the  outlook  for  both  the  receipts  and  ex¬ 
penditures  indicates  that  it  is  not  possible 
under  present  conditions  to  make  a  major  . 
tax  reduction  and  an  adequate  payment  on 
the  public  debt  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Truman  and  his  party  apparehtly 
are  committed  to  the  policy  that  they 
have  followed  ever  since  they  took  over 
the  control  of  the  Government.  It  is  a 
policy  of  tax  and  spend.  They  know 
how  to  increase  taxes  and  increase  the 
debts  of  this  country  but  they  have  never 
learned  the  technique  of  reducing  ex¬ 
penditures  and  reducing  taxes.  This 
really  is  the  history  of  the  Democratic 
Party  ever  since  before  the  Civil  War  and 
Mr.  Truman  and  his  administration  re¬ 
fuse  to  turn  away  from  that  policy  and  it 
now  appears  that  if  the  American  people 
are  to  have  relief  from  this  tax  and  spend 
policy,  they  may  have  to  resort  to  the 
ballot  box  in  1948  and  elect  a  Republican 
President.  The  Republican  Congress 
will  submit  another  bill  in  January  1948. 

The  Democrats  have  increased  taxes 
and  made  debts  through  the  years  and 
it  has  always  been  necessary  for  the  Re¬ 
publican  Party  to  come  along  and  reduce 
expenditures,  taxes  and  pay  the  debts 
of  the  Nation.  In  this  respect,  it  Is  just 
as  necessary  for  a  Republican  adminis¬ 
tration  to  follow  a  Democratic  adminis¬ 
tration  as  it  is  for  an  amb.ulance  to  fol¬ 
low  after  the  battle  to  gather  up  the 
wounded  and  clear  up  tlyt  wreckage. 

The  President  called  upon  the  new  Re¬ 
publican  Congress  tq  appropriate  and 
turn  over  to  him  $37,500,000,000  to  spend 
for  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1,  1947. 
He  estimated  that  the  revenues  would 
amount  to  a  little  over  $38,000,000,000 
and  there  woi^  be  a  surplus,  according 
to  his  estima,te,  of  less  than  $500,000,000. 
The  Kepul^tican  Congress  has  cut  out 
billions  dollars  that  the  Democrats 
intended<to  spend  for  the  balance  of  the 
fiscal  war  ending  June  30,  1947,  by  cut¬ 
ting  yOut  hundreds  of  thousands  of  use¬ 
less  officeholders  and  unnecessary  and 
WJtsteful  expenditures  of  the  taxpayers’ 
ihoney  and  this  Congress  has  also  re¬ 


duced  the  budget  of  the  President  and 
without  injuring  the  efficiency  of  the 
Government.  We  still  have  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  unnecessary  Federal  office¬ 
holders,  and  there  is  still  a  great  deal  of 
waste  and  extravagance  on  the  part  of 
the  Federal  Government  that  can  and 
must  be  eliminated. 

Under  the  present  high  tax  rates,  the 
revenues  for  the  present  fiscal  year  have 
amounted  to  more  than  $42,000,000,000 
and  it  is  estimated  that  on  June  30,  1948, 
we  will  have  a  surplus  of  more  than 
$9,000,000,000.  The  tax  reductions,  as 
provided  under  this  bill,  would  have  been 
less  than  $4,000,000,000,  and  there  would 
still  remain  a  surplus  in  the  Treasury  of 
$5,000,000,000,  and  this  means  that  there 
could  be  a  very  substantial  sum  paid  on 
the  national  debt  and  still  have  a  sur¬ 
plus  in  the  Treasury,  but  Mr.  Truman 
insists  that  next  year  he  will  ask  for  ap¬ 
proximately  the  same  amount  as  he  set 
forth  in  his  budget  in  the  present  session 
of  the  Eightieth  Congress. 

The  late  President  Roosevelt  was  also 
known  as  a  very  liberal  spender  of  public 
funds.  As  I  understand,  the  greatest  . 

lount  he  ever  asked  for  in  a  peacetiin^ 
ya^r  was  less  than  $12,500,000,000.  ^r. 
TrUtaan’s  budget  for  three  times ytnis 
sumNpas  to  be  expended  in  the, .third 
peacen^e  year  after  the  war.  ^ilbw,  he 
tells  theXongress  and  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  that  he  proposes  to  spend  approxi¬ 
mately  thainsame  sum  in  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  Ju\l,  1948,  although  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  resolutely  insisted  that  there 
must  be  a  rediMion  itf  the  overgrown 
and  sprawling  ba^au6racy,  which  not 
only  extends  over  Clifc  country  but  over 
the  entire  world. 

I  have  helped,  to  cdusider  many  tax 
bills  involving  income  tate s  through  the 
years  of  my  experience  ir^Congress,  and 
to  my  way  of  looking  at  i^^this  Is  the 
■fairest  to  all  groups  of  our  n^ome  tax¬ 
payers  that  I  have  ever  helpitt,^  to  pass 
in  Congress. 

"VYhile  the  American  people  ha-V^een 
very  generous  through  the  years  in\heir 
sagfifice  of  blood  and  treasure  to  ^e 
other  people  of  the  world,  tens  of  mr 
lions  of  these  loyal  and  patriotic  Ameri.^^ 
can  citizens  are  beginning  to  wonder 
when  the  President  and  the  Congress  will 
grant  to  them  some  relief  from  these 
tremendous  burdens  of  the  war. 

The  President  should  have  signed  this 
bill.  It  came  to  him  after  thorough 
consideration  and  approval  of  an  over¬ 
whelming  majority  of  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people  in  the  Congress.  The 
Constitution  gives  to  the  Congress  the 
control  of  taxes.  An  overwhelming  ma¬ 
jority  in  both  Houses  has  twice  now  car¬ 
ried  out  that  mandate  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  but  through  the  veto,  giving  to  the 
President  in  effect  72  votes  in  the  House 
and  16  votes  in  the  Senate,  the  will  of 
the  American  people  through  their  rep¬ 
resentatives  has  been  thwarted.  If  this 
bill  had  been  approved  the  $4,000,000,000 
of  tax  reduction  covered  by  this  bill  would 
have  gone  into  the  pockets  of  these 
50,000,000  wage  earners,  farmers,  and 
other  American  citizens  to  be  used  by 
themselves  and  their  families  instead  of 
being  swallowed  up  by  this  temendous 
bureaucracy  that  has  been  built  up  here 
at  Washington.  This  bill  should  have 


been  approved  today.  Next  year  the 
Congress  will  take  up  this  matter  again 
and  also  give  relief  in  the  matter  of 
excise  taxes  and  other  taxes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  and 
include  an  editorial  from  the  Post- 
Gazette  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  from  the 
Christian  Science  Monitpr,  of  Boston, 
Mass. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania?  ' 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
President  hasten  charged  with  politics 
for  his  veto  m  the  tax  bill.  What  ad¬ 
vantage  thqEresident  or  the  Democratic 
Party  mi^'t  hope  to  obtain  from  a  policy 
of  oppo^’ion  to  tax  reduction  is  not  clear. 
Everyb<Wy,  I  think,  without  exception, 
both/ln  and  out  of  Congress,  would  like 
to  b®  able  to  favor  a  tax-reduction  bill  at 
this  time,  but  the  President  has  indicated 
mat  he  cannot  jeopardize  the  domestic 
and  international  responsibilities  of  this 
Nation  by  a  premature  curtailment  of 
Federal  revenues.  So,  despite  political 
appeal  for  tax  reduction,  the  President 
again  has  wisely  vetoed  the  tax  bill. 

The  Republicans  say  that  they  will 
make  political  capital  of  his  action. 
They  say  that  they  promised  the  people 
tax  reduction  in  the  1946  election  anci 
that  their  mandate  has  been  frustrated 
by  the  President.  The  people,  however, 
have  indicated  that  they  do  not  want  tax 
reduction  at  the  expense  of  debt  reduc¬ 
tion,  nor  do  they  desire,  by  too  hasty  tax 
reduction,  to  preclude  the  United  States 
from  assuming  its  rightful  role  in  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  war-torn  world  as 
the  bulwark  of  freedom  and  democracy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks  an  editorial  from  the  Pitts¬ 
burgh  Post-Gazette  of  July  5,  1947.  and 
another  from  the  Christian  Science  Mon¬ 
itor  of  July  11,  1947. 

I  From  the  Pittsburgh  (Pa.)  Post-Gazette  of 
July  5,  1947] 

DETERMINED,  BUT  BLIND 

Like  a  blind  mule  with  a  hot  foot.  Con¬ 
gress  Is  plunging  importunately  along  toward 
sassage  of  the  tax-reduction  bill,  the  only 
cl?^rge  being  to  make  the  effective  date  next 
Janltery  1  instead  of  July  1,  1947. 

Coimress  seems  determined  to  try  to  ad¬ 
just  tha^atlon’s  spending  to  a  new  tax  rate 
rather  th^  to  adjust  the  tax  rate  to  spend¬ 
ing  requirements  as  logic  dictates. 

Under  th^^egislative  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946  Congnuss  was  required  by  last  Feb¬ 
ruary  16  to  ad^t  a  joint  resolution  putting 
a  ceiling  on  G^ernment  expenditures  for 
the  current  fiscal  ^^r. 

Nearly  5  months  after  the  deadline.  Con¬ 
gress  still  hasn’t  agr^d  on  how  much  can 
be  cut  from  the  Presioent’s  $37,500,000,000 
budget  and  has  not  adored  a  budget  reso¬ 
lution.  Economy-minded'Sgenator  B-^rd  of 
■Virginia  has  announced  quae  properly  that 
he  will  not  support  a  tax  redu^ion  until  this 
is  done.  We  hope  that  enough,  Senators  to 
sustain  another  Presidential  veto  will  take 
the  same  sound  position. 

There  is  another  compelling  reason  for  pro¬ 
ceeding  carefully  in  fiscal  affairs. 

On  July  12  most  of  the  nations  of  Europe 
are  expected  to  gather  in  Paris  to  start  work 
on  a  European  recovery  plan  suggested  by 
Secretary  of  State  Marshall. 
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Britain  and  France,  who  have  taken  the 
initiative  in  European  recovery,  are  in  as 
much  haste  to  survey  Europe’s  needs  as  Con¬ 
gress  is  to  cut  taxes.  They  can  be  expected 
to  present  us  with  a  plan  late  in  the  sum¬ 
mer  or  early  in  the  fall. 

Unofficial  estimates  have  been  that  we  will 
be  asked  to  provide  assistance  in  the  sum 
of  $5,000,000,<)00  or  $6,000,000,000  a  year  for 
the  next  4  yea^s. 

When  the  redovery  plan  is  presented.  Con¬ 
gress  will  face  \  momentous  decision.  It 
can  support  SecreWy  Marshall's  suggestion 
and  help  Europe  gmyback  on  its  feet  in  our 
own  national  self-iikerest  or  it  can  give 
world  communism  a  T^nderful  opportunity 
to  sneer  and  say,  “I  told^u  so.” 

We  need  have  no  doubk^that  Russian  re¬ 
fusal  to  participate  in  European  recovery  is 
well  calculated  upon  the  possibility  that  we 
will  renege  on  Secretary  MarslWl’s  proposal, 
thus  discrediting  this  country the  eyes 
of  the  world. 

To  follow  through  on  the  Mari^all  pro¬ 
posal  and  thus  frustrate  Russian  ^bition 
to  control  Europe,  Congress  probably  will  be 
asked  to  spend  considerably  more  thail^he 
four  billion  it  expects  to  save  in  a  tax  recnm- 
tion.  Weighing  the  possibilities  in  grave  dV 
cisions  ahead,  we  might  yet  do  well  to  keeI^  , 
the  budget  balanced  at  the  present  tax  rate, 
with  little  or  nothing  left  for  debt  retire¬ 
ment. 

We  favor  a  tax  reduction  in  principle.  We 
also  support  heartily  any  Government  econ¬ 
omy  that  serves  the  national  interest.  Un¬ 
questionably  there  is  great  popular  support 
for  strong  arguments  in  favor  of  relief  from 
burdensoine  taxes  now  that  the  war  is  over. 

But  we  believe  it  is  the  better  part  of 
wisdom  to  proceed  cautiously  at  this  time, 
accumulating  as  much  surplus  as  possible 
during  a  period  of  prosperity,  determining 
more  fully  the  demands  upon  our  economy 
before  reducing  our  ability  to  meet  them. 

[From  the  Christian  Science  Monitor, 
Boston,  Mass.,  of  July  11,  1947] 

TAXES - NEW  CONTEXT 

The  politician's  lexicon  tells  him  that  the 
way  to  the  voter's  heart  is  through  the  tax¬ 
payer’s  pocketbook.  The  lexicon  speaks 
louder  than  the  public-opinion  polls.  Other¬ 
wise  Congress  would  be  paying  more  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  latter.  These  have  indicated 
a  greater  interest  in  national  debt  reduc¬ 
tion  that  in  tax  cuts. 

Ten  to  three,  the  Senate  Finance  Com¬ 
mittee  approved  the  Republicans’  new  tax 
reduction  bill'  which  the  Senate  takes  up  , 
today.  The  difference  between  this  measure  / 
and  the  bill  which  President  Truman  vetoe^ 
is  a  difference  of  date.  Under  the  nqw 
measure  the  date  on  which  tax  reduction 
would  become  applicable  would  be  January 
1.  1948,  Instead  of  July  1,  1947.  T^  dif¬ 
ference  in  dollars  is  negligible,  .^d  the 
President  has  announced  he  will  .4?eto  this 
bill,  too. 

To  be  sure,  there  are  other  cofisiderations, 
like  the  effect  of  the  timing  on  business. 
But  this  is  problematical.  Only  if  a  slump 
of  unforeseen  proportions  occurs  in  the  next 
6  months  will  the  effect  of  tax  cuts  on  busi¬ 
ness  be  important. 

But  the  event  is  not  forecast.  On  the 
contrary,  new  business  financing  promises  to 
be  greater  in  the  third  quarter  of  this  year 
than  in  either  the  first  or  second  quarters. 

This  disposes  of  yet  another  argument  in 
favor  of  tax  cuts,  namely,  that  they  would 
encourage  a  needed  expansion  in  the  supply 
of  “risk  capital.”  Bankers  say  this  supply  is 
sufficient  for  the  needs  of  big  business,  shorter 
for  smaller  business.  But  tax  cuts  would  pro¬ 
vide  no  special  inducements  for  capital  in  the 
small  business  field. 

The  most  considerable  aspect  of  the  new 
date  for  tax  cuts,  therefore,  seems  to  be  that 
it  would  bring  them  6  months  nearer  to 
election  time. 


Those  favoring  tax  cuts  include  many 
voters  who  would  like  to  see  V/ashington 
spending  habits  revised.  But  tax  cuts  will 
not  guarantee  such  a  revision,  especially  if 
they  take  public  attention  off  the  national 
debt. 

Regardless  of  economies  in  governmental 
operations,  Americans  are  confronting  a  pe¬ 
riod  in  which  the  United  States  must  find 
huge  sums  to  carry  forward  the  work  of  world 
reconstruction  begun  under  the  Marshall 
plan.  This  must  not  fall.  The  security  of 
the  United  States  is  at  stake. 

Had  it  not  been  for  world  conditions  which 
called  forth  the  Truman  Doctrine  and  the 
subsequent  Marshall  plan,  the  Republican 
preelection  ideas  on  tax  cuts  might  well  have 
proved  feasible.  For  there  were  signs  that 
revenues  would  permit  tax  cuts  along  with  a 
reduction  of  several  billion  in  the  debt.  But 
now  a  new  situation  must  be  faced.  It  is  one 
that  calls  for  a  most  conservative  approach. 

Finally,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  American 
people  have  not  been  told  by  the  majority 
party  that  income-tax  reduction  is  a  part 
of  their  plan  to  shift  the  tax  load  from 
those  most  able  to  pay  to  the  lowest  in¬ 
come  groups.  It  is  now  apparent  that 
K,  enactment  of  new  excise  or  sales  taxes 
Vill  be  offered  as  a  part  of  the  Republi-^ 
cAn  tax  program  in  1948.  In  this  cor 
neNjon,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  Jio 
insert,  at  this  point  in  my  remark^an 
editorial  from  the  Chicago  Sun  o^July 
13,  1947\ 

[From  the  Q^lcago  (Ill.)  Sun  of  JuJ^ 13,  1947] 

SMf^ING  ON  A  SALES 

As  part  of  tlia  general  overfaullng  of  the 
tax  laws  that  is  being  plaiu^d  for  1948,  re¬ 
ports  from  Washihgton  indicate  that  long- 
range  Republican  swateay  contemplates  the 
enactment  of  a  Fedeka^f^ales  or  excise  tax. 
According  to  official  ti^mscript,  Harold  Knut¬ 
son,  Republican,  of  JainKesota,  chairman  of 
the  House  Ways  ann  Meank  Committee,  said, 
“It  is  the  hope  y  the  comihlttee  to  be  able 
to  shift  much  o^he  burden  thgt  is  now  being 
carried  by  t^*  income-tax  gtoup  over  to 
excises.” 

An  excirf  tax  is  similar  to  a  sales  tax. 
Both  ara^mposed  upon  things  rather  than 
upon  pj^sons,  one  being  collected  at  the  man¬ 
ufacturing  level  and  the  other  at  the  retail ; 
lev^^  The  economic  effect  of  such  a  tax  is 
much  the  same  as  a  rise  in  prices  or  a  cut  in  . 
wages.  It  bears  little  relation  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual’s  Income  or  ability  to  pay  and  would  , 
fall  hardest  on  those  having  low  incomes. 

It  Is  appalling  to  find  leaders  of  the  ma-  i 
jority  party  in  Congress  suggesting,  appar- , 
entily  in  all  seriousness,  that  a  major  share 
of  the  cost  of  government  be  shifted  away 
from  progressive  taxes,  which  distribute  the 
load  in  accordance  with  ability  to  pay,  and 
toward  regressive  taxes  which  levy  a  burden 
on  commerce  and  purchasing  power. 

Many  expert  studies  of  our  tax  system  have 
suggested  that  long-term  reform  should  work 
toward  the  abolition  of  those  excise  taxes 
now  in  effect  as  a  means  of  increasing  mass 
purchasing  power,  increasing  the  flow  of 
goods  and  increasing  the  national  income. 
Yet  at  a  time  when  the  central  domestic  prob¬ 
lem  of  the  American .  people  is  to  achieve  a 
permanently  high  level  of  production  and 
employment,  we  find  the  majority  party  pro¬ 
posing  a  scheme  of  taxation  in  direct  contra¬ 
diction  of  that  philosophy.  We  can’t  believe 
the  people  would  ever  accept  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  notwithstanding  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  political  unpopularity  from  hiSj 
veto  of  the  tax  reduction  bill,  the  Presi-i 
dent  had  the  courage  to  place  the  over-i 
all  national  welfare  above  partisan  ad-', 
vantage.  This  veto  is  indeed  the  act  of  a! 


statesman  and  a  truly  great  President. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KEOGH  asked  and  was  given  per- '' 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  a 
statement  by  Admiral  F.  E.  M.  Wliiting. 

Mrs.  NORTON  asked  and  was'^given 
permission  to  extend  her  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  (Include  a 
statement.  / 

Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  w^as  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Recorp". 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohi/J’  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  McGregor)  was  given  permission 
to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record.  / 

PERMISSION  Ta-TTLE  AMENDED  REPORT 

Mr.  WEIC;^L.  Mr.  Speaker,  because 
of  an  error  Jti  printing  of  the  report  by 
the  Comrn^ee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisherie^on  H.  R.  3911  (Rept.  No.  725), 
certaiiyfnstructions  to  the  printer  have 
beeh^corporated  as  part  of  the  report. 
As  result,  some  slight  confusion  has 
b^n  caused  to  the  many  people  inter¬ 
red  in  this  legislation.  Accordingly,  I 
^sk  unanimous  consent  to  file  an  amend¬ 
ed  report  correcting  this  single  error. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REFUND  OF  TAXES  ILLEGALLY  PAID  BY 
INDIAN  CITIZENS 

Mr.  'WELCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  981)  to 
amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  January 
29,  1942  (56  Stat.  21),  relating  to  the 
refund  of  taxes  illegally  paid  by  Indian 
citizens,  with  Senate  amendments  there¬ 
to,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments, 
and  ask  for  a  conference  with  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Welch,  D’Ewart,  and 
Fernandez..-.., _ _ _  _ _ — 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1948 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  amendments  1 
and  17  may  be  passed  over  at  this  time. 
They  are  nothing  more  than  difficulties 
that  cannot  be  resolved  until  the  other 
amendments  have  been  disposed  of,  so 
that  there  will  be, no  controversy  about  it. 

I  ask  also  that  amendments  numbered 
18  and  19  be  considered  together. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendments  numbered  18  and 
19. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  18:  Page  26,  line  7,  strike 
out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  “$11,140,000.” 

Amendment  No.  19:  Page  26,  line  8,  strike 
out  in  line  7  the  words  “for  deposit  in  the 
Treasury,”  the  balance  of  page  26  and  all 
of  page  27  down  to  and  Including  line  23. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement 
to  the  Senate  amendments  numbered  18 
and  19. 
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Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  moves  that  the 
House  recede  and  conctu’  in  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  18  and  19. 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.]  * 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  August  H.  Andresen]. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  mo¬ 
tion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen].  The 
Committee  on  Agriculture  discussed  this 
proposal  very  carefully  and,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  has  said, 
it  unanimously  approved  retention  of  the 
original  item  in  the  bill  as  now  proposed 
by  the  Senate  amendment,  so  that  the 
cost  of  inspection  of  meat  shall  be  borne 
by  the  public  rather  than  passing  it  on 
to  the  consumers  or  back  to  the  pro¬ 
ducers. 

I  feel  that  the  inspection  of  meat  and 
the  services  incident  thereto  are  a  great 
deal  similar  to  the  services  rendered  by 
other  agencies  of  the  Government.  All 
people  enjoy  the  benefits  of  having  good 
wholesome  meat,  good  wholesome  food 
in  those  lines  where  they  are  dealing 
with  highly  perishable  products  like 
meat. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  handling  of  a  measure  of  this  kind 
by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  I 
have  the  highest  regard  for  the  distin¬ 
guished  members  of  that  committee  and 
their  ability,  but  this  is  legislation  on  an 
appropriation  bill.  Before  we  attempt 
to  change  our  basic  law  we  should  have  it 
done  by  a  legislative  committee  rather 
than  to  have  an  appropriation  commit¬ 
tee,  without  full  gnd  complete  hearings 
on  the  subject,  pass  legislation  changing 
the  basic  law,  as  is  done  in  this  instance. 

As  far  as  cost  is  concerned,  of  course, 
the  large  packers  of  the  country  will  not 
absorb  that  cost.  They  will  be  able  to 
pass  the  costs  of  the  inspection  service 
back  upon  either  the  producers  or  add  it 
into  the  costs  that  they  charge  the  con¬ 
sumers.  But  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that 
there  are  a  good  many  small  processors 
throughout  the  country  in  every  State 
who  do  some  business  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  It  will  be  very  difficult  for  these 
to  pay  out  fees  in  competition  with  the 
larger  operators,  and  therefore  they  will 
either  do  away  with  the  inspection  serv¬ 
ice  or  do  business  purely  in  the  intrastate 
market.  So  it  is  my  conclusion  that  the 
larger  operators  will  get  the  full  benefit, 
and  increase  their  business,  and  a  good 
many  small  processors  will  be  put  out 
of  business. 

Mr.  ■  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Is  not 
this  one  problem  involved?  So  much 
money  is  appropriated  that  is  supposed 
to  take  care  of  the  companies  that  are 
in  existence  at  the  present  time,  but  if 
another  company  wanted  to  do  inter¬ 
state  business  and  wanted  an  inspector, 


it  is  prevented  from  having  one  unless 
it  comes  to  Congress  and  gets  the  amount 
of  money  available  increased;  is  that  not 
right? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  gentleman. 
At  least  under  the  committee  proposal 
he  will  have  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  the 
inspector  and,  furthermore,  I  am  in¬ 
clined  to  believe  that  the  inspector, 
knowing  that  fact,  might  be  more  or  less 
under  the  domination  of  the  man  who 
hired  him  or  who  paid  his  wages,  even 
though  it  was  paid  indirectly. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  The 
point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that  we  do 
not  want  to  get  a  set-up  whereby  a  few 
packers  are  going  to  have  a  monopoly 
on  the  meat  that  is  going  to  be  inspected. 
We  should  have  some  formula  whereby, 
if  additional  packers  want  to  ship  in¬ 
terstate,  they  should  have  some  means 
of  having  this  inspection  without  hav¬ 
ing  to  come  and  get  the  appropriation 
increased. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Committee  on  Appropri¬ 
ations  is  a  good  deal  like  suggesting  to  a 
bank  that  it  employ  its  own  bank  ex- 
.aminer  and  pay  his  own  salary.  It  is 
the  function  of  the  bank  examiner  to 
protect  the  general  public,  the  same  as 
the  meat  inspector.  I  have  a  small  pack¬ 
ing  plant  in  my  district,  and  I  think  what 
the  gentleman  says  is  exactly  correct.  It 
operates  against  the  small  packer  in 
favor  of  the  big  packer,  because  the  big 
packer  can  pass  the  costs  along,  and  the 
small  packer  would  find  this  just  one 
more  hurdfe  in  meeting  competition. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  is  correct.  I  urge  that  the 
motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen],  to 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment,  will  be 
agreed  to.  Such  action  on  the  part  of 
the  committee  will  be  in  the  Interest  of 
the  health  of  all  people  and  assure  them 
•of  a  meat  supply  that  is  free  from  dis¬ 
ease. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Hope]. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the 
House  will  approve  the  motion  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen],  We  have  had  a 
splendid  meat-inspection  service  in  this 
country  for  many  years,  since  1906.  It 
has  been  worth  every  cent  that  it  has 
cost,  and  it  has  not  cost  very  much,  as 
far  as  that  is  concerned.  It  was  insti¬ 
tuted,  in  the  first  place,  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  health,  and  that  is  the 
justification  for  it,  to  protect  the  public 
from  diseased  and  contaminated  meat 
products. 

At  the  time  that  the  meat-inspection 
service  was  instituted  back  in  1906, 
there  were  extensive  hearings  held  by 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and  at 
that  time  it  was  proposed  that  it  be 
financed  by  the  packers,  but  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  its  wisdom,  after  considering 
the  matter  from  all  sides,  decided  that, 
being  in  the  interest  of  the  public  and 
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the  public  health,  it  should  be  main¬ 
tained  by  the  public,  and  that  is  the  way 
it  has  been  maintained  during  all  these 
years. 

Now,  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  in  the  House  without  conducting 
any  hearings,  without  giving  the  public 
or  the  packers  or  anyone  else  who  was 
concerned  an  opportunity  to  be  heard, 
adopted  the  amendment  which  was  in 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House.  The 
Senate  subcommittee  did  hold  extensive 
hearings  on  the  matter.  They  went  into 
it  from  the  standpoint  of  the  public,  and 
the  standpoint  of  public  health,  and 
after  doing  so  they  voted  the  House  pro¬ 
vision  out  of  the  bill  and  reinstated  the 
inspection  service  in  the  same  form  we 
have  had  it  during  all  these  years.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  that  would  be  the  result  in 
the  case  of  any  hearing  which  went  into 
the  merits  of  the  proposition. 

In  addition  to  the  merits,  there  is  this 
question  which  I  cannot  help  but  feel 
has  some  bearing  here,  and  that  is  that 
this  is  purely  a  legislative  question,  one 
that  should  be  decided  by  the  legislative 
Committee  on  Agriculture.  If  it  is  a 
question  which  demands  consideration,  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  that  commit¬ 
tee  will  consider  it.  But  let  us  not  vote 
today  for  a  legislative  provision  upset¬ 
ting  and  overturning  a  fine  Government 
service  that  has  protected  the  health  of 
the  public  for  more  than  40  years.  I 
hope  the  motion  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Keefe]. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a  little 
bit  amazed  sometimes  at  positions  that 
are  sometimes  taken  by  men  orTthe  floor. 
The  argument  has  been  made  in  support 
of  the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  that  the  meat  inspection 
service  has  performed  well  under  the 
law  in  protecting  the  interests  of  the 
consuming  public  so  that  disease  and 
unsanitary  meat  will  not  find  its  way 
onto  the  table  of  the  American  consumer. 
Agreed. 

How  do  these  inspectors  work?  They 
work  pursuant  to  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed.  If  the  law  stays  as  the  House 
committee  asks  that  it  be,  the  inspectors 
will  be  on  the  job  as  they  are  now.  The 
law  defining  what  is  bad  meat  will  be 
exactly  as  it  is  now.  The  penalties  for 
interstate  transportation  of  unsanitary 
or  diseased  meat  will  be  exactly  as  they 
are  now.  The  regulations  are  already  set 
up  to  put  this  thing  into  force  and  to 
carry  it  out  under  the  position  taken  by 
the  House  committee. 

You  would  think  this  is  something  new, 
yet  my  good  friend  from  Minnesota  who 
sits  on  the  appropriations  subcommittee 
that  handles  the  Pure  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  well  knows  that  it  has 
been  the  sense  of  that  committee  of 
which  he  is  a  member,  and  with  which 
he  has  frequently  concurred,  that  we 
should  try  in  this  Congress  to  see  to  it 
that  these  services  are  as  far  as  possible 
paid  for  by  the  industry  that  is  affected, 
and  take  them  off  the  general  taxes. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  a  few 
facts.  We  did  that  with  respect  to  the 
fish  and  oysters  and  sea  food  this  year. 
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What  is  the  situation  as  to  pure  food 
and  drugs,  as  to  cosmetics,  and  that  sort 
of  thing?  Can  you  think  of  anything 
that  might  be  more  injurious  to  the 
public  health  than  the  distribution  of 
impure  drugs  and  impure  cosmetics? 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Lipstick. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Lipstick,  if  you  please, 
vitamin  pills,  and  what  have  you,  the 
new  streptomycin  drug,  the  various 
forms  of  drugs  that  are  now  being  manu¬ 
factured,  penicillin,  and  so  forth.  Who 
pays  the  inspection  fees  there?  They 
are  paid  by  the  industry  itself.  The 
next  bill  that  will  come  up,  the  defici¬ 
ency  bill,  contains  a  reimbursable  item 
to  set  up  an  inspection  service  for  this 
new  drug,  streptomycin.  It  permits  the 
Pure  Food  and  Drug  Administration  to 
get  the  inspection  service  at  work.  The 
entire  cost  will  be  reimbursed  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  by  the 
manufacturers  of  streptomycin.  That 
is  the  program  of  the  Pure  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  in  all  its  activities 
wherever  it  is  possible.  The  manufac¬ 
turers  of  these  products  are  made  to 
bear  the  cost  of  inspection. 

As  far  as  meat  inspection  is  concerned, 
suppose  the  amendment  offered  by  my 
good  friend  from  Minnesota  is  not  car¬ 
ried.  The  inspection  service  will  go  on 
just  exactly  as  it  is  now.  These  people 
would  not  dare  put  insanitary,  unsafe, 
or  rotten  meat  into  interstate  commerce. 
They  would  be  doing  it  today  if  they 
were  so  disposed,  because  whether  you 
have  an  inspection  or  do  not  have  it,  the 
law  making  it  a  penalty  to  put  that  into 
interstate  commerce  is  still  on  the  books. 
It  is  up  to  them  in  the  protection  of  their 
own  business,  just  as  the  manufacturers 
of  streptomycin  and  penicillin  and  these 
other  chemicals  know  it  is  in  the  interest 
of  their  own  business  to  see  to  it  that 
proper  inspection  is  had.  They  are  per¬ 
fectly  willing  to  pay  for  it.  So,  aside 
from  the  argument  made  by  my  good 
friend  from  Kansas  that  he  feels  it  some- 
•  what  of  an  affront  to  think  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  would  do,  as  he 
says,  “invade  the  proper  field  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture,’’  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  there  is  very  much  to  the  argu¬ 
ment  in  favor  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Gillie]. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very 
much  in  favor  of  this  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Anbersen]  .  I  will  tell  you  why.  I 
have  been  in  the  Meat  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice,  and  I  know  something  about  it.  I 
want  to  explain  to  you  the  principle  of 
this  problem. 

If  a  packer  has  Government  inspection, 
that  is  one  thing.  But  if  a  packer  does 
not  have  Government  inspection  likely 
as  not  he  does  not  do  interstate  work. 
This  packer  will  have  a  local  inspector 
instead  of  a  Government  inspector.  Sup¬ 
pose  we  have  an  animal  that  has  been 
slaughtered  and  he  had  three  or  four  or 
five  tubercular  infections  around  the 
outside  of  the  body,  around  the  maxil¬ 
lary  region  and  around  the  throat,  and 
probably  two  or  three  or  four  foci  in  the 
lungs,  and  mysentery  glands.  Then  they 
hang  this  carcass  up  and  all  the  viscera 


have  been  removed.  Who  is  going  to  be 
able  to  tell  that  that  beef  ever  had  tu¬ 
berculosis?  No  inspector  can  detect  this. 
That  meat  would  pass  for  food  probably 
with  some  type  of  inspectors.  Now, 
where  is  this  beef  going?  If  this  beef 
had  been  inspected  by  the  Federal  in¬ 
inspectors,  you  can  be  as  sure  as  anything 
in  the  world  that  that  carcass  would  go 
to  the  tank.  But  if  the  beef  was  in¬ 
spected  by  a  local  inspector,  I  will  leave 
it  to  your  own  judgment  where  this  car¬ 
cass  is  going. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  agree  with  me  that  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  when  he  re¬ 
fers  to  the  manufacturers  of  streptomy¬ 
cin  is  referring  to  one  or  two  great  insti¬ 
tutions,  but  that  here  we  are  dealing 
with  approximately  10,000,000  producers 
of  hogs,  cattle,  and  sheep? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Why,  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  is  just  as  wrong  as  he 
can  be.  The  Government  inspectors  who 
inspect  this  meat,  of  course,  will  be  paid 
by  the  Government.  In  the  majority  of 
cases  they  will  not  be  paid  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  if  they  are  not  doing 
interstate  work.  They  are  not  going  to 
be  Government  inspectors.  They  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  local  inspectors.  The  proverb, 
“Whose  bread  I  eat,  whose  song  I  sing,” 
will  apply  here — that  is  what  will  take 
place  just  as  sure  as  anything  in  the 
world.'  , 

Now,  to  my  way  of  thinking,  if  we  are 
going  to  keep  our  inspection  service  on 
the  high  plane  that  it  has  been  for  these 
past  40  years  we  must  leave  it  under 
Federal  control  all  the  way  through,  not 
only  by  having  it  controlled  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Animal  Industry,  but  financed  by 
the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry.  That 
is  the  only  way  we  can  have  a  first-class 
meat  inspection  service. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  We  all 
recognize  that  the  gentleman  addressing 
us  is  one  of  the  outstanding  authorities 
on  diseases  of  animals  and  what  should 
be  done  in  connection  with  supplying 
meat  for  the  people.  I  know  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  interested  in  the  health  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  more  than  140,000,000  Americans 
who  eat  meat  every  day. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Surely. 

I  ask  that  the  House  recede  and  con¬ 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Gillie]  has 
expired. . 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  very  much  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  observation  of  th^  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Gillie],  to  the 
effect  that  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Keefe]  was  as  wrong  as  he 
could  be.  On  that  point  I  can  express 
no  opinion  at  the  moment,  but  I  can  ex¬ 
press  the  opinion  that  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  Dr.  Gillie,  has  simply  not 
so  much  as  touched  the  issue  that  is 
involved  here.  So  It  becomes  necessary 
to  pick  up  all  the  fragmentary  pieces  and 
give  you  a  perspective  picture.  So  we 


always  go  back  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget. 

Meat  inspection  has  been  handled  by 
the  Federal  Government  since  1906.  A 
very  distinguished  gentleman  graced 
this  chamber  back  in  those  days,  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture.  His  son  is  a  Member  of  this  House 
today,  and  a  very  distinguished  Member, 
indeed.  I  refer  to  the  father  oi  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York,  Hon.  James  W. 
Wadsworth,  Jr.,  who  was  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  in  1906, 
and  who  was  responsible  for  the  first 
act  on  meat  inspection.  Since  that  time 
this  has  been  paid  for  out  of  the  Federal 
Treasury,  and  the  expense  run’s  a  little 
over  $11,000,000  a  year.  That  wds  the 
figure  that  came  to  us  to  continue  it  as 
it  always  has  continued.  For  a  long  time 
I  have  given  some  attention  to  this  mat¬ 
ter.  I  have  felt  that  this  was  a  proper 
charge  on  the  people  who  are  benefici¬ 
aries  of  this  inspection.  '  So  a  provision 
was  written  into  the  bill  to  make  a  charge 
against  the  industry  for  the  cost  in¬ 
volved,  for  the  service  that  was  per¬ 
formed  for  the  Federal  Government,  to 
cost  $5,000,000  in  a  revolving  fund  the 
first  year,  and  nothing  to  the  Federal 
Government  in  the  second  ^year.  So 
what  is  involved  is  an  economy  of  $6,- 
140,000  this  year  and  $11,140,000  in  the 
years  to  come. 

Now,  there  have  been  a  great  many 
developments.  With  reference  to  this 
motion  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen],  the 
House  conferees  are  6  to  1  in  favor  of 
the  House  position. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Briefly. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Will  the 
gentleman  also  state  that  the  Senate  was 
entirely  on  the  other  side,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  one? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  not  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  this  House  to  pass  upon  the 
viewpoint  of  the  Senate.  We  are  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  six  of  the  seven  conferees  are  in 
favor  of  the  position  taken  by  the  House. 
Nobody  will  controvert  that,  because  I 
made  a  careful  note  on  the  bill. 

There  have  been  a  great  many  develop¬ 
ments.  There  have  been  telephone  calls; 
there  have  been  telegrams:  there  have 
been  personal  calls;  there  have  been 
rumors.  The  first  rumor  I  picked  up 
was  that  inspectors  would  lose  their  civil- 
service  status ;  that  they  would  lose  their 
retirement  rights.  I  chased  that  down 
immediately  and  insisted  that  word  go 
to  every  inspector  that  there  would  not 
be  any  change  whatsoever. 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana,  Dr. 
Gillie,  talked  about  local  versus  Fed¬ 
eral  inspection.  Those  people  will  con¬ 
tinue  on  the  Federal  pay  roll  just  as 
they  are  this  very  moment.  There  will 
be  no  change.  It  is  only  that  the  in¬ 
dustry  wiU  be  assessed  for  the  fees  that 
are  involved  here.  The  same  people, 
with  the  same  rights  they  have  always 
had,  will  continue  to  do  the  job.  That 
is  why  I  say  that  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  Dr.  Gillie,  simply  missed  the 
point. 

Now,  it  Is  only  fair  to  this  representa¬ 
tive  jury  to  give  you  both  sides.  So  what 
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were  the  arguments  that  were  advanced 
in  favor  of  the  position  taken  by  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota?  Oh,  they 
said  the  public  health  in  involved.  Why, 
indeed  it  is.  We  are  just  as  much  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  public  health  as  anybody. 
So  what  we  propose  to  do  probably  will 
be  even  better  for  the  public  health  than 
it  has  been  before.  He  said  that  will  de¬ 
termine  the  quality  of  the  inspection.  In 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration  we  as¬ 
sess  every  component  for  the  fund  and 
then  use  the  fund  to  pay  people  to  in¬ 
spect  them.  In  the  Federal  home-loan 
bank  set-up  we  assess  all  home-loan 
j^anks  and  building-loan  associations  for 
a  fund  and  out  of  that  fund  pay  the  in¬ 
spectors  to  inspect  them. 

But  here  is  the  pay-off  and.  Brother 
Gillie,  I  call  your  attention  to  this.  In 
1946  in  addition  to  the  $11,140,000  that 
was  appropriated,  the  inspectors  ren¬ 
dered  overtime  in  the  packing  plants  to 
the  extent  of  $2,406,000.  And  who  paid 
the  bill?  The  packers  paid  the  bill. 

The  gentleman  says  that  would  dimin¬ 
ish  the  quality  of  the  inspection.  How 
amazing  that  would  be  when  in  the  last 
year  over  25  percent  of  the  cost  was  paid 
by  the  packers  themselves  and  they  so 
testified. 

They  say  this  cost  will  be  passed  back  > 
to  the  consumer.  The  production  of  meat 
is  12,000,000,000  pounds  a  year.  The  ap¬ 
propriation  here  involved  is  $11,000,000. 
It  is  one-tenth  of  1  cent  a  pound.  Tell 
me  how  you  will  pass  back  one-tenth  of 
1  cent  a  pound?  Somebody  said  it  would 
be  passed  back  to  the  livestock  pro¬ 
ducer.  It  was  the  contention  of  my 
friend  from  Minnesota.  That  is  the  same 
contention  made  by  Mr.  Mueller,  Jr.,  of 
the  American  Packing  Co.,  of  St.  Louis, 
before  the  Senate  committee.  He  said 
you  could  not  pass  it  on  to  the  consumer 
because  the  uninspected  packer  fixes  the 
price.  And  then,  believe  it  or  not,  he 
said  that  30  percent  of  all  the  meat  on 
the  market  today  is  iminspected — after 
40  years  of  this  kind  of  service.  And 
then  he  said  that  it  must  be  passed  back 
to  the  producer.  If  the  uninspected 
packer  fixes  the  price  for  the  consumer 
then  how  can  they  argue  that  the  same 
uninspected  packer  is  not  going  to  fix 
the  price  of  livestock?  He  just  meets 
himself  coming  back,  and  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  that  you  can  hold  to.  I  have  heard 
every  argument.  A  livestock  producer 
representing  producers  in  Michigan 
called  me  off  the  floor  and  said  that  it 
would  be  passed  on  back  to  the  producer 
of  livestock.  I  said:  “My  good  friend, 
tell  me  how?”  We  argued  it  there  for 
30  minutes.  He  just  said  it  was  going 
to  be  that  way,  that  is  all.  That  is  the 
only  argument  there  was.  And  so  they 
meet  themselves  coming  back.  Then 
they  said  it  will  not  work,  it  will  not 
work.  Well,  here  is  a  letter  from  Dr. 
Simms,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry,  dated  June  30,  1947,  in  which 
he  says: 

The  regulations  are  all  ready  to  be  signed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

He  said  they  were  ready  to  move  in  on 
this  proposition. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 


Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Dr.  Simms 
does  not  in  that  letter  say  he  is  in  favor 
of  the  change,  does  he? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No;  but  Dr.  Simms  did 
say  in  the  hearings  that  the  only  reason 
they  did  not  have  it  on  a  private  basis 
was  that  Congress  had  failed  to  do  it. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  He  ad¬ 
mitted,  did  he  not,  that  they  could  not 
make  it  work? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  wanted  the  Mem¬ 
bers  to  have  all  the  arguments  on  both 
sides.  On  the  one  side  it  is  that  it  will 
be  passed  on  to  the  consumer,  that  it 
will  be  passed  back  to  the  producer, 
that  it  will  diminish  the  quality  of  the  in¬ 
spection,  and  so  forth.  That  is  the  argu¬ 
ment  against. 

What  is  the  argument  in  favor  of  this 
change — and  I  want  the  whole  argument 
to  be  placed  before  you.  The  first  argu¬ 
ment  is  that  it  will  save  $11,000,000  a 
year,  and  that,  in  my  book,  is  a  pretty 
potent  argument.  The  second  argument 
is  something  that  is  even  more  compel¬ 
ling,  25  ’to  30  pounds  out  of  every  100 
pounds  of  meat  sold  in  the  United  States 
right  now  is  out  of  the  so-called  intra¬ 
state  packing  plants  and  it  is  not  in¬ 
spected.  For  40  years  we  have  had  meat 
inspection,  yet  nearly  1  out  of  every  3 
pounds  of  meat  is  not  inspected  today. 
And  why?  It  is  because  we  made  it  so 
easy  that  there  has  been  no  incentive 
on  the  part  of  the  big  packers  particu¬ 
larly  to  sell  a  bill  of  goods  to  the  people 
to  bring  them  all  in  under  inspection 
even  in  the  case  of  the  little  fellows  who 
could  come  in  voluntarily.  You  cannot 
get  at  them  because  .they  are  not  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce.  Is  not  that  an  aston¬ 
ishing  thing? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  yield 
myself  five  additional  minutes. 

There  has  got  to  be  an  incentive  some¬ 
where.  We  have  an  analogous  situation 
in  the  case  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Act  of 
1906.  The  people  who  produced  them 
in  great  quantities  went  out,  bore  down 
and  advertised  quality  and  sold,  the  peo¬ 
ple  on  the  idea.  That  is  the  incentive  I 
have  been  contending  for  all  along.  You 
will  never  do  it  until  you  put  it  on  a  fee 
basis;  then  whatever  disquality  there  is 
because  of  the  fee  that  attaches  on  cer¬ 
tain  packers  will  make  them  go  out 
and  put  the  steam  on  and  then  the  1 
pound  out  of  the  3  pounds  of  meat  un¬ 
inspected  today  will  finally  come  under 
inspection.  That  is  the  story  in  a  nut¬ 
shell.  There  is  no  precedent  involved 
here.  Why,  I  started  with  this  thing 
4  or  5  years  ago,  trying  to  see  the  equity 
of  it.  I  do  hope  that  you  will  stand  by 
the  House  position. 

Let  me  clarify  the  parliamentary  situa¬ 
tion.  My  motion  is  that  the  House  insist 
■  on  its  disagreement  with  the  Senate.  I 
want  that  motion  to  prevail.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  by  means  of  a 
preferential  motion  moves  that  the 
House  recede  and  concur.  I  hope  that 
that  motion  to  recede  and  concur  will  be 
voted  down  and  that  you  will  stand  by 
your  conferees  because  six  of  the  seven 
conferees  who  passed  on  this  matter  are 
adamant  in  their  views  and  want  the 
House  position  sustained. 


Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  May  I  say  that  the 
motive  the  gentleman  has  just  given  is 
the  most  compelling  motive  from  the 
health  standpoint  that  could  be  offered 
to  sustain  his  attitude  ih  this  matter. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  say  one  fur¬ 
ther  ’thing.  Eight  hundred  and  forty 
million  pounds  of  meat  are  transported 
to  other  countries.  Not  a  single  pound 
of  meat  produced  in  America  can  go  out 
of  this  country  under  our  treaties  unless 
it  is  inspected.  Who  pays  for  the  in¬ 
spected  meat  that  the  people  of  Bogota, 
the  Argentine,  Fi-ance,  and  Italy  eat? 
Why  the  American  taxpayer  pays  for  it. 
Is  it  not  fair  then  for  the  industry  to 
assume  that  burden  on  domestic  meat, 
because  it  is  a  great  sales  advantage  to  be 
able  to  say,  “There  is  the  blue  stamp 
representing  Federal  inspection.” 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  tl;e  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Is  it  not  true  this  action 
of  ours  will  put  the  meat  industry  in  the 
same  category  as  other  food  industries? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes.  I  suppose  if  I 
were  in  the  packing  business  I  would  do 
what  they  are  doing.  I  would  send  a 
telegram  to  my  Congressman,  I  would 
call  him  by  telephone,  I  would  argue  the 
best  I  knew  how  and  make  the  best  case 
I  knew  hqw.  One  of  my  best  friends  in 
the  business  in  Chicago  argued  with  me 
about  it.  I  said,  “But  you  have  not  given 
me  an  argument  except  that  the  indus¬ 
try  does  not  want  to  pay  it.”  I  said,  “I 
do  not  blame  you,  but  the  history  of  prog¬ 
ress  is  that  we  have  got  to  bring  people 
in  under  these  things  in  the  real  interest 
of  public  well  being.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the  preferential 
motion  will  be  voted  down  and  that  the 
committee  position  will  be  sustained. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  preferential  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen]. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  Ander¬ 
sen),  there  were — ayes  55,  noes  98. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present  and  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
pfesent. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
twenty-one  Members  are  present,  a 
quorum. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  r'emarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  at¬ 
tempted  to  obtain  time-  to  debate  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  .  I  was  in 
favor  of  his  amendment  which  would 
have  maintained  Federal  meat  inspection 
as  it  has  existed  for  the  past  40  years. 

The  vote  has  been  taken  and  once 
again  the  program  of  false  economy  of 
the  Republican  leadership)  has  obtained. 
We  have  taken  away  from  the  people  the 
Federal  funds  which  would  have  sus¬ 
tained  Federal  meat  inspection  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public  health. 

Federal  Inspection  of  meat  was  estab¬ 
lished  in  1906.  In  the  intervening  40 
years  we  have  built  up  a  fine  system  of 
uniform  inspection.  This  Federal  in¬ 
spection  set  of  standards  for  sanitation, 
animal  inspection,  and  so  forth,  has  been 
much  higher  than  the  average  State  in¬ 
spection  standards  of  most  States.  The 
people’s  health,  therefore,  has  been  more 
adequately  protected.  We  are  now 
turning  away  from  the  40-year  precedent 
of  Independently  financed  Federal  meat 
inspection.  We  are  turning  back  to  the 
meat-paCklng  industry  the  responsibility 
of  financing  this  program. 

In  the  first  place  I  fear  that  this  is  a 
case  where  Federal  inspection  may  suffer 
because  of  pressure  from  their  pay¬ 
masters — the  packing  industry. 

In  the  second  place  the  financial  bur¬ 
den  will  fall  most  heavily  on  the  inde¬ 
pendent  meat  packers.  Many  of  these 
small  packers  are  desperately  fighting 
against  the  monopolistic  Big  Four  Meat 
Trust.  The  Big  Four  can  pay  these 
charges  out  of  their  enormous  profits, 
but  the  small  packers  will  be  pinched 
further. 

In  the  third  place  I  fear  that  there  will 
be  a  further  reduction  in  the  number  of 
meat  packers  which  are  now  using  Fed¬ 
eral  inspection,  with  a  corresponding 
drop  in  the  quality  of  our  meat. 

In  the  fourth  place,  we  are  all  aware 
of  the  epidemic  of  foot-and-mouth  dis¬ 
ease  in  Mexico,  not  far  from  my  home 
State  of  California.  I  realize  that  there 
is  an  embargo  against  importation  of 
Mexican  meat  and  livestock,  but  this 
dreaded  disease  can  be  carried  over  the 
International  border  by  dust,  flight  of 
birds,  or  by  small  wild  animals.  If  a 
rigid  method  of  Federal  inspection  is 
maintained  and  such  a  disease  invasion 
should  occur,  I  maintain  that  with  a  full 
functioning,  efficient  Federal  meat-in¬ 
spection  program  in  effect  we  are  in  a 
better  position  to  protect  ourselves. 

We  will  be  able  to  find  such  an  infec¬ 
tion  quicker  and  deal  with  it  more 
promptly.  In  my  opinion  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  Federal  meat  inspection,  inde¬ 
pendently  financed,  is  false  economy 
against  the  public  interest  and  a  great 
mistake.  I  hope  the  appropriation 
obtains. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentieman 
from  Illinois  that  the  House  insist  on  its 
disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Senate  amendment  No.  42 :  Page  52,  line  8, 
strike  out  line  8,  and  the  remainder  of  the 


page,  all  bf  page  53,  all  of  page  54,  all  of 
page  55,  and  page  56  through  line  7  and 
insert : 

“For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and 
383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the 
preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  includ¬ 
ing- such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and 
International  fairs  within  the  United  States; 
$258,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  De¬ 
cember  Si,  1948,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
and  the  Act  of  February  29, 1936,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  1947  pro¬ 
grams  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1946,  to  December  31,  1947,  inclusive:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  $27,500,000  of  the 
total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be 
available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 
for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including 
the  peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the 
cost  of  aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to 
be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more 
than  $7,080,813  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  account,  “Administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That  pay¬ 
ments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made 
upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which 
certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices 
and  has  complied  with  all  other  require¬ 
ments  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and 
that  the  statements  and  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  application  for  payment  are 
correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80)  : 
Provided  further.  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for 
the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  No.  9069,  of  February  23,  1942, 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses 
of  any  regional  information  employees  or 
any  State  or  county  information  employees, 
but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of 
inquiries  or  supplying  of  information  to  in¬ 
dividual  farmers :  Provided  further.  That 
such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries 
and  other  administrative  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  formulation  and  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  1948  programs  (amounting  to 
$150,000,000,  including  administration,  and 
formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of 
the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants 
among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with 
their  conservation  needs  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary;  Provided  further.  That  the 
proportion  going  to  a  State  shall  not  be 
changed  more  than  15  percent  from  the 
1946  distribution  and  that  no  participant 
shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil -build¬ 
ing  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conser¬ 
vation  practices,  under  the  act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  programs  under 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants 
under  such  program  shall  be  conditioned 
upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 
to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to 
be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming  prac¬ 
tices  which  will  encourage  and  provide  for 
soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving 
practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective 
manner  and  adapted  to  conditions  In  the 
several  States,  as  determined  and  approved 
by  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant 
to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended 
for  the  respective  States:  Provided  further. 
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That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion, 
from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General 
Accounting  Office  such  sums  as  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said 
Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item; 
Provided  further.  That  such  amounts  shall 
be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fer¬ 
tilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services 
and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural 
producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farm¬ 
ing  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  in 
the  1947,  1948,  and  1949  programs  under 
said  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to 
farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  agricultural  conservation 
programs,  formulated  pursuant  to  sectioqp 
V  to  17,  Inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended, 
if  the  Secretary  determines  that,  because 
of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file, 
or  were  prevented  from  filing,  applications 
for  payment  under  any  such  program  during 
the  period  the  applicable  appropriation  for 
such  program  was  available  for  obligation, 
such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  un¬ 
obligated  balance  of  the  appropriation, 
“Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources,”  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further. 
That  an  application  for  payment  on  the 
prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer 
(or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case 
of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetehcy 
of  the  farmer  under  regulatiops  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7,U.  S.  C., 
1940  ed.,  1385) )  within  1  year  from 
the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed 
forces,  or  by  December  31,  1947,  whichever 
is  later:  And  provided  further.  That  no  part 
of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department, 
or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other 
agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Depart¬ 
ment  shall  be  used  In  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel 
expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  con¬ 
victed  of  violating  the  act  entitled  ‘An  act 
to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities,’ 
approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or 
who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July 
11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated 
or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations 
for  the  payment  of  personal  services  or  other 
expenses  designed  to  Influence  in  any  man¬ 
ner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose 
any  legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress 
except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or 
through  the  proper  official  channels.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  (interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment) .  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
amendment  be  considered  as  read  and 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point.  It 
is  rather  lengthy,  and  I  see  no  necessity 
for  reading  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  further  insist  on  its  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  42. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Pace]. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  raise  the  question  of 
time.  This  matter  is  so  vitally  important. 
Has  there  been  any  understanding  as  to 
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time,  or  may  we  expect  to  have  the  full 
hour? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Probably  on  this 
amendment  we  should  have  the  full  hour. 
I  will  say  that  I  have  tried  to  parcel  out 
the  time  so  that  there  will  be  an  equal 
amount  of  time  granted  tkpse  for  and 
against  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
often  heard  it  said  that  no  votes  are 
changed  in  debate  on  the  floor.  Certain¬ 
ly  that  should  apply  to  the  present  sit¬ 
uation  when  this  identical  question  has 
been  debated  exhaustively  on  a  number 
of  occasions  during  the  session. 

So,  I  shall  content  myself,  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  by  saying  that  this  is  one  of  the  turn¬ 
ing  points  in  the  postwar  history  of  the 
country.  We  are  legislating  here  not 
merely  for  the  session  or  the  crop  year. 
We  are  here  passing.  Anally  and  conclu¬ 
sively,  on  the  question  of  whether  we 
shall  continue  the  program  which  has 
prospered  the  country  and  conserved  its 
dwindling  natural  resources  or  whether 
we  shall  permanently  revert  to  conditions 
which  brought  on  the  most  drastic  de¬ 
pression  of  modern  times. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  As  I  understand,  if  we 
adopt  the  gentleman’s  motion  we  make 
a  commitment  not  only  for  the  present 
year,  but  we  also  make  a  commitment  in 
behalf  of  a  conservation  of  $150,000,000 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  In  other  words, 
the  motion  not  only  provides  for  paying 
our  outstanding  obligations  but  also 
promises  a  substantial  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  1948  crop  year. 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  perhaps  the 
most  important  feature  of  the  pending 
question.  As  important  as  it  is  to  keep 
our  contracts  with  the  farmer  for  the 
current  season,  it  is  even  more  important 
that  we  continue  the  program  which  has 
rehg.bilitated  American  agriculture  and 
contributed  so  largely  to  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  the  fertility,  of  the  soil,  to  the 
winning  of  the  war,  and  the  promotion  of 
peacetime  economy. 

As  the  gentleman  indicates,  concur¬ 
rence  in  the  amendment  provides  funds 
to  pay  our  contracts  with  the  farmers  for 
the  current  year  and  $150,000  toward  a 
continuing  program  for  the  next  year. 

The  situation  is  very  well  expressed  in 
Wallace’s  Farmer  and  Iowa  Homestead, 
the  most  practical  and  useful  farm  jour¬ 
nal  in  America.  The  Farmer  and  Home¬ 
stead  which  has  never  been  accused  of 
partisan  bias,  certainly  not  on  Demo¬ 
cratic  leaning,  asked: 

Did  you'  sign  up  for  the  AAA  soil  conser¬ 
vation  program  this  year?  And  were  you 
figuring  on  help  in  spreading  lime,  contour¬ 
ing,  plowing  under  green  manure  or  other 
soil-conservation  practices? 

Last  year  Congress  Indicated  that  $300,- 
000,000  would  be  available  to  carry  out  the 
1947  AAA  conservation  program. 

But  the  House  of  Representatives  last  week 
passed  and  sent  to  the  Senate  a  USD  A  ap¬ 
propriations  bill  which  cuts  $136,000,000  off 
this  total. 


A  last-minute  attempt  to  restore  the  AAA 
cut  was  defeated  by  the  narrow  margin  of 
156  to  151. 

Later  it  expressed  the  opinion  that — 

Corn  Belt  farmers  are  so  used  to  thinking 
of  the  county  AAA  committees  as  a  perma¬ 
nent  institution,  almost  as  permanent  as 
corn  cribs,  that  they  probably  haven’t  noticed 
that  the  rats  are  gnawing  at  the  foundations. 

Or  maybe  we  should  say  that  the  wreckers 
are  getting  out  the  crowbars  and  dynamite. 

Anyway,  Congress  Is  talking  about  cutting 
the  AAA  appropriations  nearly  one-hall. 
Funds  for  committee  work  will  be  trimmed. 
By  next  year,  so  It  is  planned,  there  won’t 
be  any  AAA  left. 

Most  farmers  agree  that  the  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  work  of  Extension,  Soil  Conservation, 
and  AAA  should  somehow  be  put  together. 
But  not  very  many  would  say  the  way  to  do 
this  is  to  wipe  out  AAA. 

One  fine  thing  about  the  county  AAA  com¬ 
mittee  is  that  it  can  be  controlled  by  farmers. 
Other  programs  are  farther  removed  from 
farm  control.  ’The  AAA  can  reach  every¬ 
body,  and  is  subject  to  a  popular  farm  refer¬ 
endum  every  year. 

No  matter  what  name  a  farm  program  is 
given,  these  virtues  should  be  retained. 
After  their  AAA  experience,  farmers  are  not 
going  to  be  satisfied  with  any  program  unless 
it  reaches  every  farmer  and  unless  farmers 
get  to  vote  annually  for  the  local  committee 
that  runs  it. 

And  in  a  subsequent  issue  it  said: 

Farmers  are  indignant  and  dismayed  over 
the  congressional  attack  on  AAA.  Wallaces’ 
Parmer  and  Iowa  Homestead  shares  that 
indignation. 

As  we  have  pointed  out  before,  the  tough, 
time  for  farmers  comes  in  the  change  from 
war  boom  prices  to  normal  prices.  That’s 
when  governmental  machinery  is  needed  to 
keep  that  change  from  being  a  painful 
collapse. 

’That  is  exactly  the  time  when  Congress 
is  proposing  to  take  away  that  needed 
machinery. 

•Yet  farm  people  should  realize  that  a  con¬ 
gressional  drive  of  this  kind  doesn’t  come  out 
of  thin  air.  It  has  causes,  and  we’d  better 
see  what  those  causes  are. 

I  know  of  no  farm  journal  in  the  coun¬ 
try  which  has  expressed  any  difference  of 
opinion.  All  national  farm  organiza¬ 
tions  have  also  urged  continuance  of  the 
program.  Their  sentiment  is  aptly  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  following  telegram  from 
Edward  A.  O’Neal,  president  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Farm  Bureau  Federation : 

July  16,  1947. 

Hon.  ClarejIce  Cannon  : 

On  behalf  of  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration,  representing  over  1,100,000  .farm 
families  in  45  States,  I  respectfully  urge  your 
support  of  Senate  amendments  in  disagree¬ 
ment  by  conference  committee  which  pro¬ 
vide  for  agricultural  conservation  to  keep 
faith  with  farmers  cooperating  in  1947  pro¬ 
gram,  and  provide  for  continuation  of  pro¬ 
gram  in  1948  with  adequate  administrative 
funds.  Also  Senate  amendments  for  school- 
lunch  program,  farm-tenant  and  veterans’ 
loans,  and  for  elimination  of  fee  plan  for 
meat  Inspection.  We  favor  strict  economy, 
but  rejection  of  foregoing  items  would  be 
poor  economy  and  would  wreck  programs 
vital  to  farmers  and  Nation. 

Edward  A.  O’Neal, 

President. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Mahon], 


Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  so  well 
said,  we  come  now  to  one  of  the  very  im¬ 
portant  postwar  agricultural  decisions, 
and  the  action  taken  by  Congress  today 
will  be  significant  this  year  and  in  the 
years  that  are  to  come. 

The  Congress  obligated  itself  to  pro¬ 
vide  $300,000,000  for  the  triple-A  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  crop  year  1947.  It  is  now 
a  question  of  whether  or  not  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  act  in  good  faith  in  following 
through  on  that  program,  as  I  see  it. 
Moreover,  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  provides  that 
the  farm  program  shall  be  continued  in 
the  calendar  year  1948.  This  should  be 
done  but  the  Senate  provision  should  be 
modified  to  strike  out  the  $500  limita¬ 
tion. 

The  Congress  should  not  follow  the 
leadership  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  DIRKSEN  1  in  providing  a  re¬ 
strictive  program  for  the  1947  crop  year 
and  no  program  at  all  for  the  crop  year 
of  1948.  It  would  be  a  step  backward. 
The  gains  of  agriculture  in  the  past  16 
years  must  not  be  sacrificed  in  any  such 
ill-considered  action. 

I  have  been  approached  by  those  who 
say,  “Don’t  you  know  that  the  farmers 
of  this  country  are  rolling  in  wealth, 
and  don’t  you  know  that  they  don’t 
need  this  money,  that  they  have  all  the 
money  they  need  and  more?’’  That  is 
wholly  fallacious.  Let  me  cite  you  one 
fact  which  completely  explodes  that 
argument.  That  one  fact  is  this:  More 
than  two-thirds  of  the  farmers  in  this 
country  and  their  families  get  a  gross  in¬ 
come  from  the  production  on  their  farms 
of  less  than  $2,500  a  year.  A  Govern¬ 
ment  clerk  in  Washington  frequently 
makes  more  than  that.  Yes,  more  than 
two-thirds  of  the  farmers  of  this  country 
have  a  gross  income  from  their  farms  of 
less  than  $2,500  a  year.  Therefore,  it 
seems  to  men  this  argument  that  the 
money  is  not  needed  is  much  in  error. 
But  if  the  money  were  not  needed  it 
would  make  no  difference  to  me,  because 
when  the  Government  has  pledged  to  pay 
the  farmer  for  cooperating  in  the  farm 
program  and  the  farmer  has  gone  ahead 
and  fulfilled  his  obligation,  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  world  for  us  to  do  then  but 
carry  out  that  pledge.  I  am  not  only 
hopeful  but  confident  that  the  House 
will  vote  for  the  $300,000,000  program 
for  this  year.  There  is  nothing  else  for 
us  to  do,  whether  we  like  it  or  not,  and 
that  is  what  we  will  do,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  All  the  autfiorizations 
for  soil  conservation  practices  have  been 
contingent  upon  Congress  keeping  faith 
with  the  authorization  and  providing 
funds.  Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  is  right.  Con¬ 
gress  heretofore  has  always  lived  up  to 
its  AAA  program  commitments  and  the 
producer  had  no  cause  to  think  that 
Congress  would  repudate  the  1947  pro¬ 
gram. 
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Mr.  COOLEY.  Up  until  this  good  year 
Congress  has  always  kept  faith  with  those 
authorizations. 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  is  right,  and  it 
must  be  done  again. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  This  is  the  first  effort 
to  break  faith  with  the  farmers  of 
America. 

Mr,  MAHON.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
And  the  farmers  of  America  are  not  .too 
partisan  about  the  farm  program.  They 
have  shown  that  in  various  elections. 
Agriculture  is  not  a  partisan  matter. 
But  if  the  Congress  refuses  to  fulfill  its 
obligation  to  carry  out  the  $300,000,000 
program  agreed  upon  last  year  the 
farmer  will  have  good  cause  to  lose  faith 
in  Congress.  That  would  be  bad  busi¬ 
ness  in  a  democracy,-  and  I  for  one  wish 
to  condemn  efforts  being  made  to  shirk 
the  responsibility  of  the  Government. 
It  is  just  a  matter  of  whether  or  not  we 
are  going  to  fulfill  our  part  of  the  con¬ 
tract  where  we  have  promised  to  do  cer¬ 
tain  things  after  the  farmer  has  per¬ 
formed  his  part  of  the  contract.  You 
cannot  make  me  believe  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  will  reject  that  philosophy,  and 
you  cannot  make  me  believe  that  the 
-House  is  going  to  do  anything  other  than 
recede  and  agree  in  substance  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  we  are  actually 
doing  here  now  is  taking  away  from  the 
farmer’s  check  approximately  $130,000,- 
000  which  morally  belongs  to  him,  and 
we  are  taking  it  away  from  him  in  the 
interest  of  economy  and  in  the  name  of 
economy. 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  is  right.  And  it 
must  be  admitted  it  was  the  intention  to 
set  up  the  $300,000,000  program  last 
year.  By  the  same  token  it  is  now  pro¬ 
posed  to  set  up  $150,000,000  for  crop 
year  1948.  The  issue  is  clear  cut. 
There  is  no  room  for  doubt  as  to  the 
present  duty  of  Congress  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POAGE.  If  we  do  not  give  the 
fai-mers  of  America  this  pledge  for  the 
next  year,  it  will  be  impossible  to  give  it 
to  them  after  Congress  convenes  next 
year  because  then  the  new  crop  year  will 
be  under  way.  If  the  farmers  of  Amer¬ 
ica  are  to  know  how  to  plan  their  1948 
activities  they  must  have  assurance  now 
as  to  what  the  program  will  be  and  this 
motion  is  the  only  motion  which  will 
give  that  assurance,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  is  right.  An  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  future  of  this  country  to 
the  extent  of  $300,000,000  is  not  too  much 
if  we  are  to  fuifill  our  commitments. 
Yes,  the  farmer  is  entitled  to  know  what 
the  1948  farm  program  is  to  be,  as  has 
been  pointed  out  by  the  able  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage].  Personally,  I 
am  convinced  that  it  will  be  a  great  mis¬ 
take  if  this  Congress  refuses  to  author¬ 
ize  a  program  for  the  1948  crop  year. 

The  $150,000,000  program  for  the  crop 
year  1948  which  is  provided  by  the  Senate 
bill  is  better  than  nothing.  However, 
the  $500  limitation  to  each  participant  in 


the  program  is  imfair  and  unworkable. 
The  small  producer  is  the  man  who 
should  be  favored  in  any  farm  program 
but  the  $500  limitation  has  no  place  in 
the  AAA  program  and  I  hope  the  con¬ 
ferees  will  eliminate  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  our  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  view 
is  that  the  position  taken  by  the  House 
originally  on  this  matter  should  be  sus¬ 
tained.  Of  course,  a  very  considerable 
sum  of  money  is  involved  and  naturally, 
as  a  result  of  that,  much  interest  has 
developed  in  respect  to  the  present  item 
in  disagreement. 

Sometimes  it  is  said  of  us  that  we  are 
for  economy  in  every  other  place  in  gov¬ 
ernment  except  where  it  affects  us.  I 
trust  that  may  never  be  said  of  me. 

I  took  the  trouble  this  morning  to  look 
up  this  matter  of  benefit  payments  as  it 
applies  to  my  State  of  Indiana.  I  dis¬ 
covered  it  is  proposed  to  spend  almost 
$8,000,000  in  Indiana.  I  asked  for  a 
break-down  of  these  figures,  and  I  want 
to  .give  you  those  figures  in  order  that 
you  may  understand  just  what  sort  of 
purposes  this  money  is  going  to  be  de¬ 


voted  to. 

Pir^t  there  is: 

Terracing _ $29,  000 

Establishing  sod  waterways _  28,  000 

Contouring  intertilled  crops _  59,  000 

Contouring  drilled  crops _  16,  000 

Strip  cropping _  2,  000 

Dams  for  livestock  water _  150,  000 

Tree  planting _  4,  000 


Now,  those  are  the  sort  of  things  that 
many  people  think  of  as  soil  conserva¬ 
tion.  You  will  observe  that  is  a  very 
small  part  of  the  $8,000,000  that  they 
propose  to  spend  out  there. 

Here  is  what  you  get  into  beyond  that: 


Reseeding  pastures _  $49,  COO 

Turning  under  green  manure _  245,  000 

Seeding  winter  legumes  for  cover _  2,  000 

Weed  control _  1,000 

Harvesting  hayseed _ _  1,  034,  000 

Constructing  open  farm  ditches _  134,  000 

Installation  of  tile  drainage _  157,  000 

Application  of  mulch  to  commer¬ 
cial  orchards _  10,  000 

Application  of  lime _  4,  481,  000 

Application  of  phosphate  to  con¬ 
serve  crops _  1,  168,  000 

Application  of  potash  to  conserve 

crops _  350,  000 


You  will  observe  that  those  are  the 
principal  items;  that  is,  the  last  ones, 
harvesting  hayseed,  limestone,  and  fer¬ 
tilizer. 

Almost  $1,000,000  of  that  $8,000,000  is 
to  go  to  the  second  district — that  is  the 
district  that  I  am  privileged  to  represent. 
I  have  the  breakdown  of  the  apportion¬ 
ment  to  the  counties. 

Now,  what  is  the  situation  with  re¬ 
spect  to  fertilizer  and  limestone  to  be 
advanced  to  the  farmers  out  there?  In 
what  shape  are  they  to  buy  that  if  they 
need  it  and  deem  it  desirable?  Accord¬ 
ing  to  my  home  town  paper,  wheat  is  now 
quoted  at  the  Farm  Qureau  Cooperative 
Elevator  at  $2.25.  Corn,  $2.08.  New 
oats,  92  cents.  Old  oats,-  97  cents.  Rye, 
$2.20.  Beans,  $3.15. 

Now,  I  ask  you,  as  I  asked  my  farmer 
friends,  who  ate  a  conscientious,  hard 


working,  frugal  and  patriotic  people,  if 
under  the  circumstances  it  is  necessary 
that  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury  we  pro¬ 
vide  money  to  do  all  these  things  enu¬ 
merated  in  this  breakdown?  I  under¬ 
stand  the  problems  of  the  farmers.  I 
am  one  of  them.  I  also  ask  my  friends 
on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle  who 
have  talked  about  being  for  strict  econ¬ 
omy,  but  on  every  occasion  that  I  haVe 
observed  since  this  session  of  Congress 
opened  have  fought  against  every  econ¬ 
omy  that  we  on  our  side  of  the  aisle  have 
sought  to  put  into  effect - 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
one  additional  minute,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  HAIiLECK.  And  then  they  seek 
to  chide  the  Republicans  for  not  accom¬ 
plishing  for  the  people  of  the  country  the 
economy  in  Government  that  we  set  out 
to  accomplish.  Well,  you  cannot  blow 
hot  and  cold  on  that  proposition.  You 
cannot  work  both  sides  of  the  street. 
You  are  either  for  economy  or  you  are 
not.  Your  record  in  this  session  of  the 
Congress  is  clear  evidence  of  the  fact 
that  you  are  not  for  economy  because 
of  your  stubborn  resistance  to  every  ef¬ 
fort  we  on  our  side  have  made  to  try 
to  put  some  real  economy  into  Govern¬ 
ment.  Again  I  say  I  am  not  just  for 
economy  some  place  else  where  it  does 
not  affect  me — I  am  speaking  only  for 
myself  at  the  moment — but  I  say  if  there 
is  to  be  a  cutting  down  of  the  expenses 
of  government,  then  everyone  must  be 
prepared  to  make  his  contribution  to 
that  great  cause,  and  you  people  on  the 
side  of  the  aisle  ought  to  be  a  little  more 
helpful  in  accomplishing  that  great  ob¬ 
jective. 

I  know  I  speak  for  the  farmers  of  my 
district  when  I  say  they  are  for  economy 
and  are  willing  to  make  their  fair  share 
of  sacrifice,  which  all  of  us  must  be 
willing  to  make.  It  is  not  what  we  might 
beneficially  spend,  but  how  much  we  can 
afford.  We  must  ask  all  groups  and  all 
sections  of  the  country  to  forego  certtain 
projects  or  activities  in  which  they  may 
have  a  direct  interest.  We  must  think 
of  the  country  as  a  whole — a  huge  debt 
and  heavy  taxes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
one  additional  minute. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CANNON.  In  response  to  the 
gentleman’s  strictures  it  will  be  recalled 
that  in  the  last  Congress  we  made 
greater  rescissions  than  had  ever  been 
made  before  or  have  been  made  in  this 
Congress.  We  repeatedly  brought  in 
bills  providing  economy,  which  were 
voted  dov/n  on  that  side,  one  after  the 
other.  In  this  Congress  on  the  legisla¬ 
tive  bill  I  opposed  many  of  the  expendi¬ 
tures  for  the  expenses  of  the  House  and 
Senate,  but  you  insisted  on  bringing  in 
a  larger  amount  for  both  Houses  than 
was  ever  spent  before.  The  trouble  with 
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the  gentleman  is  that  the  only  place  he 
wants  to  economize  is  on  the  farmers  of 
the  country,  on  the  children,  and  on  the 
veterans,  as  carried  in  the  bill  before  us. 
Why  does  he  not  come  in  for  economy 
on  all  of  these  other  bills  in  which  we 
have  given  the  great  interests  everything 
they  have  asked  for? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Well,  if  that  is  the 
best  answer  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  can  make  to  what  I  have  just  said-, 

I  will  let  the  Record  speak  for  itself.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is  I  have  been  here,  I 
suspect,  as  much  of  the  time  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri.  I  have  been  here 
as  we  have  voted  on  these  amendments 
to  bring  about  economies  all  across  the 
board,  and  I  have  supported  them.  I 
challenge  anyone  to  dispute  that  by  the 
Record,  and  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  has  been  opposing  them. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  IMr.  Halleck]  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Whittington]. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  know  of  no  better  economy  that  can 
be  practiced  anywhere  in  the  country 
than  to  promote  the  building  of  the  soil 
of  this  great  country  of  ours.  Such  is 
the  purpose  of  the  amendment  under 
consideration.  The  bill  as  it  passed  the 
House  provided  for  $165,614,290  for  soil- 
conservation  practices  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  year. 

No  commitment  was  made  in  the 
House  bill  for  a  1948  program.  In  fact, 
the  House  bill  contemplated  that  there 
would  be  no  program  for  next  year. 

I  maintained  at  the  time  of  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  House  bill  that  Congress  was 
committed  to  appropriate  $300,000,000 
for  the  1947  program.  It  was  my  view 
that  $165,614,290  was  inadequate  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  contracts  entered  info  at  the 
time  the  bill  passed  the  House  on  May 
28, 1947.  I  argued  that  farmers  who  had 
made  expenditures,  whose  contracts  had 
not  been  approved,  would  be  discrimi¬ 
nated  against  and  I  insisted  that  Con¬ 
gress  appropriate  the  $300,000,000  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  its  commitment  at  the 
time  the  appropriation  bill  was  passed 
in  1946.  I  maintained  that  the  appro¬ 
priation  carried  by  the  House  was  in¬ 
adequate  for  1947. 

The  Senate  amended  the  bill  to  in¬ 
crease  the  appropriation  to  $258,000,000,  , 
and  to  increase  materially  the  limitation 
of  the  House  on  the  amounts  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses.  The  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  provided  in  the  second  place  for 
a  program  for  1948,  amounting  to  $150,- 
000,000,  with  the  proviso,  and  I  quote, 
“and  that  no  participant  shall  receive 
more  tlitin  $500.”  The  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  may  thus  be  divided  into  two 
parts;  one  to  increase  the  appropriation 
for  1947,  and  the  second  provision  for  the 
1948  crop  with  a  limitation  of  $500  to  any 
participant. 

I  believe  that  the  increase  for  1947 
should  be  made.  I,  therefore,  favor  that 
part  of  the  Senate  amendment  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  increase  to  $258,000,000.  The 
payments  will  not  have  to  be  made  un¬ 
less  they  are  earned,  unless  the  partici¬ 
pants  practice  soil  building.  All  who 


participate  spend  a  great  deal  more  in 
soil-building  practices  than  they  receive 
under  the  program.  No  moneys  will  be 
paid  unless  they  are  earned.  Any  bal¬ 
ances  over  and  above  the  earnings  will 
remain  in  the  Treasury. 

I  favor  a  program  for  1948.  I  believe, 
however,  that  the  $150,000,000  is  inade¬ 
quate  and  that  the  amount  should  be  in¬ 
creased  to  at  least  $250,000,000. 

There  have  been  mistakes  in  the  agri¬ 
cultural  programs.  We  have  under¬ 
taken  to  profit  by  these  mistakes.  The 
practices  now  are  devoted  to  the  im¬ 
provement  of  the  soil.  They  include 
building  pastures,  winter  cover  crops, 
terracing,  and  drainage.  It  is  the  most 
satisfactory  progi’am  ever  adopted.  It 
should  be  continued.  It  is  devoted  to 
building  up  the  soil.  It  is  devoted  to  in¬ 
creasing  production.  Adequate  appro¬ 
priation  is  essential  to  a  sound  program. 
Approximately  $300,000,000  has  been  ap¬ 
propriated  for  years.  The  program  has 
grown  up  around  this  figure.  The 
amount  for  1948  should  be  increased. 

oppose,  however,  that  part  of  the 
Senate  amendment  that  limits  partici¬ 
pants  to  $500.  The  amendment  makes 
it  applicable  only  to  1948.  The  pay¬ 
ments  are  made  for  soil  building  and  soil 
improvement.  They  must  be  earned.  If 
a  man  owns  160  acres  of  land  he  cannot 
earn  as  much  as  the  man  who  owns  640 
acres,  but  he  will  be  paid  for  the  pay¬ 
ments  eafned.  It  is  said  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  will  help  the  small  farmer,-  but 
the  small  farmer  must  earn  his  pay¬ 
ments  to  receive  them. 

Again,  the  owner  of  a  large  farm  is 
entitled  to  the  same  consideration  as  a 
small  farmer.  The  purpose  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  build  up  the  soil  whether  it  is 
owned  by  a  large  farmer  or  a  small 
farmer.  If  the  practices  are  to  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  improvement  of  the  soil,  the 
small  farmer  will  not  be  benefited  by  de¬ 
nying  the  same  benefits  to  the  large 
farmer.  The  result  will  be,  however, 
that  the  Government  will  be  discriminat¬ 
ing  and  the  discrimination  will  be  detri¬ 
mental  especially  to  tenants  and  share¬ 
croppers.  Large  farms  can  only  be  oper¬ 
ated  by  tenants  or  sharecroppers.  The 
tenants  and  the  sharecroppers  pay  usu¬ 
ally  a  part  of  the- crops  as  rental.  If  the 
lands  are  built  up,  they  will  make  larger 
crops.  If  the  soils  are  not  improved,  the 
sharecroppers  and  the  tenants  will  suf¬ 
fer.  The  limitation  of  $500  is,  therefore, 
a  discrimination  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other  hand  it  will  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  the  tenants  and  the  sharecroppers 
who  far  outnumber  the  landowners. 
The  benefits  to  the  tenants  and  the 
sharecroppers  come  from  the  soil-build¬ 
ing  improvements  made  by  the  landlord, 
and  if  payment  to  the  landlord  is  lim¬ 
ited,  the  improvements  cannot-be  made 
and  the  tenants  thus  suffer,  for  the  soil 
improvements'  enable  the  tenants  to 
make  more  crops. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr 
DiRKSEN]  has  moved  to  further  insist 
upon  the  House  disagreement  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  has  moved  to  re¬ 
cede  and  concur.  If  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 
prevails,  It  means  that  an  Inadequate 


program  will  be  adopted  for  1948  with  a 
discrimination  in  payments.  If  the  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DIRKSEN]  prevails,  it  means  no  program 
for  1948  and  an  insufficient  amount  for 
1947. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  there  be  a 
division  of  the  motion  to  recede  and  con¬ 
cur.  If  this  motion  is  made  and  prevails, 
my  understanding  is  that  an  amendment 
will  be  offered  to  recede  and  concur  with 
an  amendment  to  increase  the  House  ap¬ 
propriation  for  1947  and  to  eliminate  the 
commitment  for  1948.  It  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  limitation  of  $500  may 
be  made  applicable  to  the  1947  pragram. 
This  suggestion  is  unthinkable.  Con¬ 
tracts  have  already  been  entered  into  for 
1947.  In  some  cases  payments  have  been 
made.  It  would  be  a  repudiation  of  the 
solemn  contracts  of  the  Government. 
The  limitation  was  intended  by  the  other 
body  to  be  applicable  to  1948.  If  the  1948 
program  is  rejected  by  the  House  and  the 
Senate  agrees,  the  limitation  of  $500 
should  also  be  rejected.  We  are  com¬ 
mitted  to  payments  for  1947.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  make  good  its  promise. 
We  have  made  contracts  for  1947.  It  is 
unthinkable  that  the  Government  would 
undertake  to  change  these  contracts 
after  the  participants  have  earned  their 
payments.  Congress  cannot  afford  to 
repudiate. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

(Mr.  WHITTINGTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mi'.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in 
supp9rt  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from*  Virginia  [Mr.  Plannagan],  the  for¬ 
mer  chairman  of.  the  Agriculture  Com¬ 
mittee. 

It  is  often  and  truly  said  that  the 
farmer  is  the  backbone  of  the  Nation, 
but  if  the  farmer  does  not  have  the  soil 
he  cannot  produce.  And  if  the  farmer 
cannot  produce  he  cannot  remain  the 
backbone  of  the  Nation.  More  than  that, 
our  soil  is  the  Nation’s  greatest  natural 
resource  and  heritage. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  all  familiar  with 
the  growth  and  development  of  this,  the 
greatest  Nation  on  the  earth,  but  it  might 
be  well  to  remind  the  membership  here 
today  that  at  one  time  this  great  country 
of  ours  was  nothing  more  than  a  vast 
wilderness  occupied  by  the  American  In¬ 
dian,  in  those  days  there  was  no  problem 
of  soil  erosion.  Our  Indians  bothered 
little  with  cultivation  as  we  know  culti¬ 
vation  today.  Their  primitive  methods 
of  cultivation  did  not  result  in  soil  ero¬ 
sion,  but  with  the  advent  of  the  white 
man  the  picture  gradually  changed,  and 
that  change  has  been  .accentuated  in  re¬ 
cent  years  by  the  development  of  scien¬ 
tific  machines  for  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil.  First  came  the  felling  of  the  for¬ 
ests.  Our  lands  have  largely  become  de¬ 
nuded  as  civilization  advanced.'  Inten¬ 
sive  cultivation  on  a  wide  scale  over  a 
period  of  years  has  taught  the  new  world 
what  the  old  one  had  already  learned — 
merely  the  necessity  for  the  conservation 
of  the  soil. 
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The  soil  conservation  program  has 
proved  to  be  one  of  the  best  investments 
that  this  Nation  has  made.  It  must  be 
continued. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  appears  to  me 
that  we  are  faced  with  a  simple  propo¬ 
sition.  When  this  agricultural  bill  was 
up  for  consideration  in  the  House  last 
year,  a  provision  was  written  into  it 
which  to  all  intents  and  purposes  be¬ 
came  a  solemn  obligation  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  fulfill.  It  was  agreed  that 
the  soil-conservation  program  for  this 
fiscal  year  would  call  for  a  $300,000,000 
outlay  by  the  Federal  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  soil  conservation.  That 
money  was  to  be  matched  on  a  2  to  1 
basis  by  the  farmers  of  the  country. 
The  farmer  had  every  right  to  expect 
the  Government  to  carry  out  the  com¬ 
mitment  made  by  Congress.  And  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  now  that 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  wrote  a 
provision,  in  either  small  or  ordinary 
print,  into  the  contract,  which  was  exe¬ 
cuted  between  the  Government  and  the 
farmers  to  the  effect  that  it  was  depend¬ 
ent  upon  future  appropriations. 

We  all  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
farmers,  like  the  most  of  the  rest  of  us, 
do  not  study  these  contracts  when  they 
are  presented  to  them.  They  were  told 
of  the  provision  that*  had  been  made  by 
the  Congress,  and  they  expect  Congress 
to  keep  its  part  of  the  bargain.  Cer¬ 
tainly,  it  is  a  moral,  if  not  a  legal,  obli¬ 
gation  that  we  do  so. 

When  this  bill  was  up  in  the  House 
last  month  I  voted  to  recommit  it  to 
the  committee  to  place  additional  funds 
for  this  and  other  purposes,  in  the  bill. 
I  certainly  propose  to  vote  now  for  this 
amendment,  and  to  do  what  I  can  to  see 
that  we  keep  faith  with  the  farm^s  of 
this  Nation. 

In  this  connection,-  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
would  like  to  point  out  that  this  program 
of  soil  conservation  has  proved  to  be  a 
great  boon  to  the  farmers  of  my  section. 
Last  year  the  farmers  of  my  district  re¬ 
ceived  approximately  $700,000  from  this 
program,  and  I  am  advised  by  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Department  that  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  prevails  that  they  will  receive  ap¬ 
proximately  the  same  amount  for  the 
next  fiscal  year.  The  amounts  received 
as  broken  down  by  counties  in  my  con¬ 
gressional  district  for  last  year  are  as 


follows : 

Covington - $80,200 

Forrest._. _ _  23,  890 

George - 1 _  26,  370 

Greene -  15,  700 

Hancock _  12,140 

Harrison _ 18,  200 

Jackson -  8,  880 

Jefferson  Davis _  75,  780 

Jones -  83,  220 

Lamar -  38,  720 

Lawrence _  72,  680 

Marion -  95,  350 

Pearl  River _  88,  600 

Perry... _ _  15,  990 

Stone -  17,  06O 

Wayne -  28,  450 


Total _  699,230 


But,  aside  from  the  result  obtained  in 
the  conservation  program  from  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  these  funds,  there  is  even  a 
greater  benefit  that  has  come  to  these 
south  Mississippi  counties.  The  farmers 


are  learning,  through  this  program,  how 
to  coiiserve  their  soil,  and  thereby  not 
only  enriching  themselves,  but  contribut¬ 
ing  to  the  enrichment  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  afraid  that  some¬ 
times  we  forget  the  fundamentals.  The 
real  wealth  of  this  Nation  is  largely  in  its 
farm  land,  and  those  who  till  it.  It  is 
interesting  to  note  in  this  connection 
that  at  the  time  when  the  first  session  of 
this  Congress  was  held  approximately  90 
percent  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  country 
were  engaged  in  agriculture.  It  was  the 
farmer  of  America  who  won  the  freedom 
and  set  up  this,  the  most  perfect  em¬ 
bodiment  of  free  government  that  any 
nation  in  the  world  has  ever  enjoyed. 

Since  that  time  a  great  change,  of 
course,  has  taken  place  in  the  lives  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  And,  today  in 
the  Eightieth  Congress,  the  efficiency  of 
our  per  man  production  on  the  farm  has 
permitted  the  release  of  a  large  percent¬ 
age  of  that  labor  to  other  fields  of  en¬ 
deavor,  and  today  approximately  80  per¬ 
cent  of  our  labor  is  engaged  in  other 
fields  of  our  economy.  But  this  80  per¬ 
cent  should  remember  that  their  welfare 
Is  still  determined  by  our  farm  produc¬ 
tion.  For  example,  in  1940  our  agricul¬ 
tural  investment  in  the  United  States 
was  approximately  $65,000,000,000  as 
compared  to  approximately  six  billion  in 
the  combined  steel  and  automobile  in¬ 
dustry.  We  can,  therefore,  understand 
how  some  of  the  representatives  from  the 
large  urban  centers  can  vote  against  the 
interest  of  the  farmer.  But  if  they  will 
take  the  time  to  examine  the  funda¬ 
mentals  of  the  situation,  they  will  find 
that  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  city 
dweller,  whom  they  represent,  to  have  a 
healthy  agricultural  economy.  For  they 
will  find  on  further  examination  that 
there  can  be  no  prosperity  in  the  cities 
unless  there  is  first  prosperity  on  the 
farm.  Let  me  illustrate  that  briefly  by 
showing  that  in  1928,  a  prosperous  year, 
and  in  1932,  a  depression  year,  agricul¬ 
tural  production  amounted  to  about  the 
same.  However,  in  1928  farm  produc¬ 
tion  brought  $11,700,000,000  as  compared 
to  five  billion  three  million  in  1932.  In 
other  words,  when  the  farmer  could  not 
get  an  adequate  price  for  his  produce  in 
1932  he  could  not  buy  the  manufactured 
products  of  industry,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  factory  pay  rolls  were  some  five 
billion  less  in  1932  than  they  were  in  1928. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in^  conclusion,  permit 
me  to  remind  our  iCepublican  and  other 
friends  that  as  desirable  as  economy  in 
Government  is,  and  no  one  is  stronger  for 
that  than  I,  false  economy  such  as  this 
is  far  worse  than  no  economy.  I  hope 
that  this  amendment  will  pass  and  that 
this  good  work  will  continue — the  essen¬ 
tial  work  of  protecting  our  greatest 
national-resource,  our  soil. 

(Mr.  COLMER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 

ITldiFlCS  ) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington  [Mr.  Horan], 

(Mr.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
refresh  the  membership  on  the  fact  that 
this  is  not  soil-conservation  practices 
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that  we  are  debating  here,  it  is  political 
payments  that  we  are  debating.  I  want 
to  remind  the  House  that  we  have  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  bill  $38,000,000  for  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service.  We  have  included 
millions  for  agricultural  research  admin¬ 
istration,  for  research  in  soils,  fertilizers, 
and  irrigation.  We  have  included  mil¬ 
lions  again  for  experimentation.  There 
are  other  millions  for  the  Extension  Serv¬ 
ice.  We  are  not  debating  that.  We  are 
all  in  agreement  on  soil  conservation. 

I  want  to  refresh  this  House  on  what 
the  President  of  the  United  States  said 
when  he  was,  and  we  all  were,  economy 
minded,  and  seriously  so,  last  January. 
He  said  in  his  budget  message  to  us: 

A  yeat  ago  the  budget  message  recommend¬ 
ed  gradual  'reduction  of  these  payments  and 
that  recommendation  is  now  renewed.  More 
than  60  percent  of  the  total  payments  go  to 
about  one-eighth  of  the  Nation’s  farmers. 
Most  of  this  money  thus  is  being  paid  to  .a 
comparatively  small  number  of  farmers  who, 
because  of  their  strong  position  in  American 
agriculture,  would  undoubtedly  continue  the 
best  farm-management  practices  without  the 
persuasion  of  a  bonus  from  the  Treasury. 

"We  should  shift  our  effort  from  this  kind 
of  subsidy  to  providing  technical  guidance  to 
all  farmers  for  soil  conservation  and  manage¬ 
ment  along  the  lines  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  and  the  Extension  Service. 

We  have  done  that  with  this  bill.  We 
are  carrying  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  in  his 
budget  message  to  us. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  FlannaganI. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
my  opinion,  this  is  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  decisions  this  Congress  or  any 
other  Congress  has  ever  had  to  make. 
We  have  got  to  forget  politics;  we  have 
got  to  forget  that  we  are  farmers  or  in-> 
dustrialists,  and  think  about  America 
now  and  then. 

The  soil-conservation  program  is  more 
than  a  farm  program.  It  is  an  Ameri¬ 
can  program  because  the  strength  of  this 
Government  depends  upon  the  strength 
of  our  topsoil.  During  our  short  exist¬ 
ence  as  a  Nation  we  have  already  whit¬ 
tled  our  topsoil  down  from  9  inches  to 
6  inches.  Oh,  at  one  time  Egypt  had  a 
great  bread  basket,  but  they  did  not  pre¬ 
serve  the  soil.  Where  is  that  bread 
basket  today?  At  one  time  China  had 
as  much  good  farm  land  as  any  nation 
in  the  world,  but  the  erosion  over  the 
years  destroyed  it  and  today  China  is  up 
against  it  for  food. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  time  that  we  pre¬ 
serve  our  American  soil.  Let  me  give  you 
a  few  facts.  We  have  415,000,000  acres  of 
crop  land  in  America.  Fifty  million  of 
those  acres  have  been  absolutely  de¬ 
stroyed  by  soil  erosion.  Fifty*  million 
acres  more  are  practically  in  the  same 
shape.  Out  of  our  415,000,000  crop-land 
acres,  280,000,000  acres  have  been  affect¬ 
ed  one  way  or  another  by  soil  erosion. 
Why,  do  you  know  that  soil  erosion  alone 
is  costing  this  Nation  over  $3,800,000,000 
a  year?  And  yet  this  Congress  heckles 
over  a  paltry  $300,000,000  to  preserve  our 
soil.  A  blind  man  can  see  what  soil  con¬ 
servation  has  meant  to  America  during 
the  past  12  or  15  years.  It  has  restored 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  acres.  It 
has  made  the  farmer  soil-conscious.  The 
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farmers  are  beginning  to  learn  something, 
about  the  soil,  and  the  necessity  for  pre¬ 
serving  the  soil,  and  under  trained  lead¬ 
ership  they  are  beginning  to  know  how. 
Now,  you  want  to  stop  that,  you  want  to 
cut  it  off  beginning  next  year,  and  prac¬ 
tically  cut  it*off  this  year,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  we  made  a  commitment  to  the 
farmers  last  year  that  they  would  receive 
$300,000,000  in  soil-conservatidh  pay¬ 
ments  this  year. 

You  can  talk  to  the  farmers  until  you 
get  black  in  the  face,  but  you  will  never 
get  a  single  one  of  them  to  concede  that 
this  Congress  did  not  make  a  commit¬ 
ment.  We  made  it.  I  listened  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations 
stand,  here  in  this  well  and  put  it  up  to 
the  House  last  year.  What  did  he  say? 
“If  you  do  not  intend  to  carry  out  the 
$300,000,000  authorization,  say  so  now  so 
you  will  not  mislead  the  farmers  of  this 
country.” 

Now,  this  Government  rests  upon  faith 
and  confidence.  It  is  the  faith  that  the 
people  of  the  United  States  have  in'  this 
Government  that  makes  it  a  strong  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Here  you  come  along  with  one 
fell  swoop  and  do  that  which  is  likely  to 
destroy  the  faith  of  the  farmers  of  Amer¬ 
ica  in  their  own  Government,  I  do  not 
believe  this  House  will  do  it.  Destroying 
conservation  is  a  short-sighted  policy. 
The  conservation  program  is  not  a  Demo¬ 
cratic  policy  or  a  Republican  policy.  It 
should  be  the  American  policy.  Let  us 
look  at  it  in  that  light. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  are  two  pVopositions  in  the 
Senate  amendment.  The  first  part  of 
the  Senate  amendment  increases  the 
funds  proposed  by  the  House  from  $165,- 
000,000  to  $258,000,000  to  take  care  of  the 
program  this  year.  The  second  part  of  the 
Senate  amendment  proposes  to  authorize 
a  program  for  next  year  in  the  amount 
of  $150,000,000. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  With  a 
possible  limitation  of  $500. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes,  that 
is  in  the  Senate  amendment,  too,  and  it 
sets  up  a  program  of  $150,000,000  for  next 
year.  As  those  of  you  who  heard  my  re¬ 
marks  when  this  matter  was  up  before 
the  House,  when  the  bill  was  under  con¬ 
sideration,  I  cannot  personally  read  the 
Record  for  last  year  and  see  a  specific 
amendment  offered  at  that  time  to  de¬ 
cide  the  program  for  this  year,  and  have 
that  approved  by  the  House  to  authorize 
setting  up  a  $300,000,000  program  for  this 
year,  and  have  it  said  that  that  is  what 
it  was  for,  and  then  come  back  now  and 
deny  the  funds  necessary  to  capy  it  out. 
I  believe  there  is  a  moral  obligation  tb 
carry  out  the  program  this  year  on  what¬ 
ever  scale  it  is  actually  contracted  and 
performed  within  the  limitations  of  the 
law. 

Consequently  I  shall  attempt  to  divide 
the  qirestion  when  the  question  comes  up 


for  a  vote  between  receding  and  concur¬ 
ring,  and  offer  a  motion  to  concur  with 
an  amendment  which  will  have  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  authorization  for  an¬ 
other  year’s  program  but  will  leave  the 
fiffids  necessary  to  carry  out  the  program 
for  this  year.  That,  I  think,  is  the  honest 
thing  to  do  in  the  light  of  the  Record  last 
year. 

The  program  in  my  part  of  the  country 
is  largely  a  program  of  building  stock 
water  dams.  Some  of  the  dams  have  been 
constructed;  many  have  been  completed 
and  “the  expense -incurred.  I  believe  in 
furnishing  the  money  to  carry  out  the 
contracts  with  the  farmers  this  year. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Dakota  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few 
moments  ago  I  listened  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Majority  Leader  with  reference  to  the 
announced  program  in  Indiana.  Now,  I 
know  nothing  about  the  situation  in  that 
State  as  to  whether  those  programs  are 
worthwhile,  as  to  whether  the  farmers 
need  these  payments,  or  as  to  whether 
the  program  is  necessary.  I  do  not 
know,  and  I  can  only  accept  his  state¬ 
ment  for  it  that  they  are  not  needed  in 
Indiana.  But,  I  call  his  attention  to  this, 
that  thejime  for  him  to  have  made  his 
speech  was  last  year  before  the  program 
was  announced,  before  the  farmers  of 
his  State  were  told  that  these  were  the 
programs,  and  before  the  farmers  spent 
$2  out  of  their  pocket  for  each  one  that 
the  Congress  is  asked  here  to  appropriate 
out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  He  is  late 
in  bringing  up  the  matter  that  he  dis¬ 
cusses  here.  Now,  talk  about  this  pro¬ 
gram  of  conservation.  The  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  this  subcommittee, 
Mr.  DIRKSEN — I  am  very  fond  of  him,  and 
he  made  a  most  wonderful  speech  here  in 
each  of  the  last  2  years — said,  “The 
shortage  of  food  throughout  this  country 
is  something  terrible.  I  have  been 
throughout  the  world  and  I  have  seen  the 
sobering  over  there.  Now  is  the  time 
of  all  times  that  every  farmer  should 
plant  every  fence  corner.”  He  urged 
them  to  use  every  possible  inch  of  ground 
and  to  plant  everything  that  they  could. 
That  is  the  simple  statement  that  he. 
made  to  this  Congress;  the  plea  to  the 
American  farmer  to  use  every  inch  of  soil 
that  he  had,  regardless  of  the  bad  effects 
on  the  fertility.  And  the  farmers  of  this 
Nation  answered  that  call,  and  you  have 
never  seen  such  production  throughout 
the  history  of  this  Nation.  We  saw  them 
deplete  their  soil  in  an  effort  to  meet  the 
call  that  was  made  on  them.  Yet  though 
we  announced  last  year  a  program, 
though  Judge  Tarver  said,  “Gentlemen, 
if  you  do  not  want  to  commit  yourselves 
to  appropriating  $300,000,000  next  year,” 
which  is  the  present  year,  “say  so  now,” 
not  a  member  of  this  subcommittee 
opened  his  mouth  in  opposition  to  it. 

Those  announcements  weht  out.  The 
farmers  have  acted  on  them.  They  have 
earned  this  money.  As  I  have  said  so 
many  times,  this  is  not  a  case  of  sending 
these  farmers  a  blud  check,  it  i^  a  case  of 
saying,  “Spend  $2  out  of  your  pocket  to 
maintain  the  health  of  your  soil,  and  we 
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will  pay  another  dollar,  because  the  Na¬ 
tion  has  an  interest  in  it.” 

Here  is  something  I  want  to  call  to 
your  attention  that  I  have  not  heard  on 
the  floor  so  far.  We  called  on  industry 
to  do  the  same  thing  that  my  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  said  the  farmers  were 
called  on  to  do.  The  Congress  said,  “You 
must  produce,  and  to  enable  you  to  pro¬ 
duce  we  will  give  you  a  cost-plus-a-fixed- 
fee  contract.”  They  did  produce,  and 
we  did  pay  them  whatever  it  cost  plus 
another  amount.  Then  Congress  passed 
a  bill  granting  them  a  tax  return  of  $6,- 
000,000,000  to  let  them  get  back  to  the 
situation  that  existed  before  they  were 
called  upon,  in  other  words,  reconvert. 
We  called  on  the  farmers  in  the  same 
way.  We  made  a  contract  of  only  $300,- 
000,000  with  them,  and  for  the  farmers 
to  earn  it  they  must  spent  $600,000,000 
themselves.  Yet  we  find  this  Republi¬ 
can-dominated  Congress,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  reneging  on  this  contract. 

Throughout  the  years  there  has  been 
much  criticism  of  the  New  Deal.  Since 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  Congress  I  have 
voted  against  many  things  that  the  so- 
called  New  Deal  sponsored.  I  have  a 
record  of  being  opposed  to  many  of  those 
things.  Yet  this  Republican-dominated 
House  of  Representatives  today  is  doing 
one  thing  that,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  New 
Deal  never  did,  and  that  is  to  violate  a 
contract  entered  into  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  with  its  own  citizens. 
You  violate  the  full  faith  and  credit  of 
the  United  States.  That  is  the  record 
you  are  going  to  the  country  on. 

You  may  say.  Why  should  I  be  dis¬ 
turbed  about  your  politics?  I  am  dis¬ 
turbed  about  my  country.  This  does  not 
mean  anything  to  me  personally  as  far  as 
deriving  any  benefits  is  concerned.  I 
believe  my  distinguished  colleague  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen]  overstepped  himself 
when  he  said  to  his  triple-A  agent,  “You 
ought  not  to  give  me  a  check  for  only 
$300.” 

He  said  he  had  not  done  the  work,  but 
he  would  take  a  check  for  half  that 
amount.  I  cannot  understand  that. 
These  folks  are  supposed  tc  have  earned 
it,  and  they  have  earned  it.  I  think  that 
now  that  you  have  gotten  in  control, 
whether  you  are  for  or  against  this  pro¬ 
gram  you  ought  to  set  a  record  of  'living 
up  to  the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  of  your 
Government. 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Allen]. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  have  taken-  this  floor  a  good  many 
times  in  behalf  of  the  soil-conservation 
program.  In  the  few  moments  which 
I  have  I  inake  another  appeal  to  this 
House  to  make  provision  for  carrying 
out  the  soil-conservation  payments 
which  we  contend  the  Congress  has  al¬ 
ready  committed  itself  to.  When  I  dis¬ 
cussed  this  matter  recently  when  we  had 
the  agricultural  appropriation  bill  be¬ 
fore  the  House,  I  went  into  detail  and 
showed  how  that  last  year  in  the  Sev¬ 
enty-ninth  Congress  this  House  had  the 
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issue  squarely  put  up  to  it  in  the  pres¬ 
entation  made  by  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia,  Mr.  Tarver.  The 
House  at  that  time  did  not  see  fit  to 
include  in  the  appropriation  bill  a  sum 
suSicient  to  meet  the  soil-conservation 
payments  for  the  year  1947. 

The  situation  now  is  this — that  the 
Senate  has  included  additional  funds  up 
to  a  total  of  $295,635,044  for  the  1947 
crop  program.  The  Senate  went  fur¬ 
ther  and  authorized  a  similar  crop  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  year  1948  to  the  amount  of 
$150,000,000.  The  majority  party  in  the 
House  is  insisting  upon  the  former  fig¬ 
ures  in  the  House  bill  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  has 
moved  to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments.  If  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 
prevails,  as  I  hope  it  will,  we  will  not 
only  have  the  sum  of  $295,635,044  for  the 
soil-conservation  program  for  the  crop 
year  of  1947,  but  we  will  have  also  some¬ 
thing  definite  for  the  1948  program,  and 
that  marks  a  great  step  forward  for  the 
farmers.  I  say,  therefore,  to  this  House 
that  as  important  as  it  is  to  make  pro¬ 
vision  for  the  program  for  1947,  jt  is  also 
of  tremendous  importance  to  *lay  this 
firm  foundation  for  the  1948  program. 

Farmers  have  to  make  their  plans 
ahead.  No  successful  farmer  can  pro¬ 
ceed  otherwise.  The  activities  of  a  farm 
cannot  be  turned  on  and  off  like  a  spigot. 
I  am  therefore  delighted  to  see  this  pro¬ 
vision  for  1948  brought  before  us. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  said  so  much 
in  behalf  of  the  value  of  soil  conservation 
on  different  occasions  on  this  floor  that 
I  hope  that  it  is  not  now  necessary  to  re¬ 
iterate  all  of  the  arguments  for  it.  One 
cannot  travel  into  any  farm  community 
in  the  Nation,  and  especially  in  the  South, 
without  seeing  abundant  reasons  for  the 
conservation  of  our  soils.  The  evidence 
of  the  necessity  of  continuing  and  even 
increasing  the  soil-conservation  program 
is  written  in  eroded  and  worn-out  fields, 
in  filled-up  rivers  and  valleys,  in  margi¬ 
nal  lands,  in  poor  production,  and  in 
countless  other  ways.  America,  with  all 
of  her  great  resources,  her  fertile  valleys, 
her  vast  agricultural  enterprises,  is  fast 
depleting  and  using  up  her  soils  and  un¬ 
less  drastic  measures  are  taken  to  check 
this  trend,  there  may  come  a  time  when 
this  country  will  not  be  able  to  sustain 
itself  agriculturally.  There  is  just  so 
much  soil,  Mr.  Speaker.  We  are  told  that 
it  takes  100  years  to  build  1  inch  of  soil. 
We  were  told  years  ago  that  we  were  los¬ 
ing  our  soil  at  the  rate  of  about  300,000 
acres  a  year.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
presents  a  problem  so  serious  and  so  im¬ 
portant  to  the  welfare  of  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  this  country  that  it 
is  incumbent  upon  this  Congress  to  make 
full  provision  for  this  important  work. 

The  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  will  go  far  in  this 
direction,  although  even  the  Senate  bill 
did  not  provide  as  much  as  I  would  like 
to  see  provided  for  this  important  work. 
But  that  motion  will  substantially  carry 
out  what  we  contehd  was  the  solemn  ob¬ 
ligation  made  by  Corigress  last  year.  I 
therefore  urge  this  House  to  support  the 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  and  to  thus 
provide  the  full  sum  stipulated  therein 
and  thus  carry  out  a  solemn  obligation  to 


our  farmers  and  thereby  also  make  sub-- 
stantial  provision  for  the  1948  crop  year. 

I  make  this  appeal  that  this  House  stand 
by  our  farmers.  They  produced  abun¬ 
dant  crops  with  short  labor,  with  a  great 
shortage  of  machinery,  and  under  many 
other  handicaps  during  the  war.  Be¬ 
cause  of  the  great  sacrifice  made  by  our 
farmers,  our  country  today  has  ample 
supply  of  food.  I  plead  with  you  not  to 
short-change  our  farmers.  Let  us  give 
them  our  full  support.  Support  the  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr- 
Cannon]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  has  stricken  out  the  House  appro¬ 
priation  of  $165,000,000  for  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  payments  for  1947  and  has  substi¬ 
tuted  for  this  figure  the  total  sum  of 
$295,635,044  for  the  1947  crop  program 
and  has  authorized  for  the  1948  crop 
program  an  additional  sum  of  $150,000,- 
000.  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  the 
Senate  amendment.  As  I  have  said  re¬ 
peatedly  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  one 
of  the  most  worthy  programs  of  the  Ag¬ 
riculture  Department  is  its  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  program.  This  program  has  meant 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in  added 
wealth  to  the  people  of  the  United  States 
and  without  it  our  farmers  could  not 
begin .  to  supply  the  world-wide  clamor 
for  American  food  at  the  present  time. 

I  understand  that  a  motion  may  be 
made  at  a  later  date  to  amend  the  Senate 
provision  by  striking  out  the  $150,000,000 
authorized  for  the  1948  program  and  will 
amend  it  further  by  reducing  the  total 
amount  of  $295,635,044  by  some  $50,000,- 
000.  I  intend  to  vote  against  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  I  intend  to  do  everything  pos¬ 
sible  to  bring  the  total  amount  appro¬ 
priated  as  near  as  possible  to  the  $300,- 
000,000  needed  for  the  1947  crop  program. 
Any  lesser  sum  than  that  recommended 
by  the  Agriculture  Department  for  this 
purpose  will  result  in  false  economy  and 
in  hurtful  practices  for  our  farmers. 

I  especially  am  going  to  oppose  any  ef¬ 
fort  to  strike  out  the  $150,000,000.  au¬ 
thorized  for  the  1948  crop  program.  This 
amount  as  low  as  it  is  means  a  distinct 
reduction  of  the  amount  needed  by  our 
farmers  for  soil  conservation  payments. 
To  strike  this  out  means  a  discontinu¬ 
ance  of  the  soil  conservation  payments 
and  as  a  result  it  means  a  severe  if  not 
fatal  blow  to  all  soil  conservation  prac¬ 
tices.  Such  action  by  this  House  will  be 
little  short  of  tragic  to  our  farmers  and 
I  urge  that  the  membership  pause  be¬ 
fore  taking  such  action.  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ate  provisions  will  be  maintained  with¬ 
out  amendment  and  without  reduction. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Gathings]. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
favor  the  increased  appropriations  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Senate  for  soil-conservation 
payments.  I  disapprove  of  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  $500  for  participants  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  crop  year  of  1948.  I  strong¬ 
ly  support  the  soil-conservation  program 
to  be  made  available  to  the  farmers  of 
the  Nation  for  the  year  1948  and  future 
years. 


When  the  Agriculture  appropriation 
bill  was  before  the  House  I  supported 
an  increase  in  the  amount  from  $165,- 
000,000  to  $300,000,000  for  soil-building 
practices.  The  House  approved  the 
amount  recommended  by  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  of  $165,000,000.  This 
amount  is  grossly  inadequate  for  the 
current  year.  The  commitments  have 
been  rhade  by  this  Congress  to  provide 
$300,000,000  in  benefit  payments  for  the 
current  year.  We  cannot  and  must  not 
go  back  on  our  word  to  the  Nation’s 
farmers  who  have  relied  on  the  promises 
that  have  been  made  and  carried  out 
their  contracts. 

The  provision  written  into  this  bill  by 
the  Senate  in  which  you  say  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  and  their  tenants  that  you  cannot  re¬ 
ceive  more  than  $500,  regardless  of  the 
amount  to  which  you  may  be  entitled, 
by  virtue  of  complying  with  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  discriminatory,  unfair,  and  un¬ 
just.  You  are  in  effect  saying  that  be¬ 
cause  a  man  has  worked  hard  all  his  life 
and  acquired  two  or  three  hundred  acres 
of  land  the  program  is  not  intended  for 
him.  That  is  a  short-sighted  position 
to  take — it  is  just  as  essential  to  terrace, 
sod,  and  lime  a  farm  of  two,  three,  or  five 
hundred  acres  as  a  farm  of  80  acres. 
To  have  a  successful  and  workable  pro¬ 
gram  to  conserve  the  Nation’s  soil,  for  all 
time  to  come,  no  distinction  should  be 
made. 

Under  the  Senate  limitation  of  $500 
to  each  participant  no  consideration  is 
given  the  share  croppers  or  tenants  who 
farm  small  plats  of  land  as  a  part  of  a 
large  tract.  No  provision  is  made  for 
him.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  speak  for  that  man 
and  say  to  you  that  he  is  left  out  of  all 
benefits  solely  because  he  happens  to 
cultivate  land  on  a  large  farm.  I  am 
pleading  for  tlie  same  consideration  to 
all  farmers,  share  croppers  and  tenants 
alike,  without  distinction  and  without 
discrimination.  A  large  farm  is  simply 
an  aggregation  of  small  farms.  One 
landowner  cannot  be  expected  to  farm 
more  than  a  few  acres  himself — so  he 
obtains  farm  tenants  to  help  him  farm 
his  land — why  should  not  this  program 
apply  to  him  too? 

I  trust  that  when  the  House  conferees 
meet  with  those  from  the  Senate  you 
will  remove  this  objectionable. $500  limi¬ 
tation  in  the  interest  of  equity,  fairness, 
and  justice.  , 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Davis]. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  are  lending  money  to  Mexico  to  buy 
mul^  and  tractors  for  Mexican  farmers. 
We  are  giving  money  to  farmers  in  Euro¬ 
pean  countries  in  the  form  of  seed,  fer¬ 
tilizers,  and  machinery.  We  are  paying 
for  cattle  owned  by  Mexicans  which  are 
being  killed  to  stop  the  spread  of  the 
hoof-and-mouth  disease.  We  are  seri¬ 
ously  discussing  a  proposed  program  of 
$5,000,000,000  a  year  to  be  sent  to  Europe 
to  stop  the  spread  of  communism. 

It  seems  that  American  money  and  re¬ 
sources  are  unlimited  when  it  is  the 
needs  of  other  nations  we  are  consider¬ 
ing,  While  our  hearts  bleed  freely  for 
the  woes  of  other  countries,  they  are 
flinty  and  hard  where  our  own  are  con¬ 
cerned. 
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I  have  heard  gentlemen  say  that  they 
oppose  giving  fertilizer  and  ground  lime¬ 
stone  to  the  farmers  of  America.  It  is 
well  known  to  the  membership  of  this 
House  that  we  are  and  have  been  giving 
fertilizer  to  European  farmers.  Why  is 
it  praiseworthy  and  virtuous  to  give 
away  fertilizer  to  farmers  overseas,  and 
yet  wasteful  and  reprehensible  to  do  the 
same  for  our  own  farmers. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  we  will  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendments  to  increase  the 
soil-conservatiOn  money  and  also  to  in¬ 
crease  the  school-lunch  money  to  $75,- 
000,000.  Certainly  our  children  are  as 
dear  to  us  as  the  children  overseas.  Cer¬ 
tainly  we  are  as  wyiing  to  be  taxed  to 
afford  adequate  nutrition  for  om’  own 
children. 

Some  of  the  opponents  of  the  school- 
lunch  program  undertake  to  justify  that 
opposition  by  saying  that  the  school- 
lunch  program  is  the  responsibility  of 
the  States  and  not  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  that  the  States  have  all 
the  money  needed  to  finance  the  pro¬ 
gram.  I  say  that  this  is  not  correct.  I 
say  that  as  a  Nation-wide  proposition  the 
States  are  not  adequately  financing  their 
educational  programs.  I  recall  thait  in 
March  of  this  year  when  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  of 
the  House  was  arguing  on  the  floor  that 
the  States  have  plenty  of  money,  and 
should  themselves  finance  the  school- 
lunch  program,  almost  at  that  very  mo¬ 
ment  school  teachers  in  his  home  State 
of  New  York  were  on  strike  because  they 
were  underpaid.  I  cannot  recall  any 
State  which  claims  that  it  pays  its  school 
teachers  all  they  are  worth.  They  are 
underpaid  in  my  home  State,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  same  condition  exists  all  over 
this '  country. 

The  Senate  has  wisely  restored  the 
fimds  for  soil -conservation  payments  to 
the  farmers,  and  the  $75,000,000  for  the 
school-lunch  program.  I  heartily  favor 
these  appropriations  and  hope  that  tve 
in  the  House  will  concur  in  that  action. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  my  mind , 
this  is  not  a  question  of  keeping  faith 
with  the  farmers  because  everyone  knew 
and  was  chargeable  with  notice  that  this 
was  not  an  obligation  of  the  Government 
unless  appropriations  were  made  by  the 
Congress.  The  most  outstanding  fact 
about  this  perhaps  is  that  it  is  a  provision 
for  the  limestone  and  fertilizer  trust. 

The  limestone  trust  and  fertilizer  trust 
have  circularized  my  district.  I  had  a 
summary  of  their  operations.  They  cir¬ 
cularized  the  district  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen],  and  the  gentleman  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Plumley]  .  Their  representa¬ 
tives  came  around  to  me  with  this  mimeo¬ 
graphed  statement  showing  where  the 
folks  were  sTJpposed  to  stand.  This  was 
before  the  agricultural  bill  came  up  in  the 
House.  This  gentleman,  Robert  M. 
Koch,  stated  to  me  that  unless  I  sup¬ 
ported  that  provision  for  the  benefit  of 
the  fertilizer  trust  and  the  limestone 
trust  that  the  farmers  in  my  territory 
would  defeat  me. 


Oh,  I  welcome  just  that  kind  of  stuff. 
I  have  never  had  a  farmer  in  my  district 
speak  to  me  in  favor  of  it.  After  this 
bill  was  passed  in  the  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives  I  received  from  farmers  numerous 
communications  that  had  been  sent  to 
them  by  the  AAA  committee,  in  violation 
of  the  law,  trying  to  lobby  and  propa¬ 
gandize  in  favor  of  this  proposition,  and 
trying  to  get  them  to  write  to  me.  They 
wrote  to  me  on  the  back  of  these  cir¬ 
culars  and  all  opposed  it.  They  said, 
“We  have  had  enough  of  this  kind  of  a 
raid  on  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 
We  are  sick  and  tired  of  seeing  bags  of 
fertilizer  lying  around  in  the  corners  of 
the  fields  and  bags  of  limestone  lying 
around  the  corners  of  the  fields  being 
spoiled  and  wasted.  We  do  not  want 
any  more  of  this  program.”  I  have  never 
had  one  of  them  write  to  me  in  favor  of 
it,  and  I  have  a  large  agricultural  district. 

Now,  is  it  not  time  that  we  stopped  this 
subsidy  business?  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  farmer  wants  to  be  subsidized.  I 
know  that  the  farmers  in  my  territory 
do  not. 

This  is  not  the  primary  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  item  in  the  bill.  The  primary  soil 
conservation  item  has  already  been  amply 
provided  for  by  the  committee,  and  that 
is  where  the  soil  conservation  practices 
originate,  and  that  is  where  they  are 
taken  care  of  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  a  proper  activity, 
insofar  as  it  is  properly  conducted.  I 
hope  it  will  continue  to  be  so  conducted. 
But  let  us  stop  appropriating  money  for 
the  benefit  of  the  fertilizer  trust  and  the 
limestone  trust  and  pretending  it  is  for 
the  benefit  of  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States.  I  cannot  do  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  very  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]  . 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  always 
like  to  hear  my  good  friend  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]  make  a  speech.  He 
is  getting  more  artistic  every  day,  and 
he  has  been  something  of  an  artist  for 
a  long,  long  time.  When  he  goes  to  set 
up  a  sfraw  man  he  sets  up  one  in  due 
form. 

He  does  not  want  to  give  this  money 
for  soil  conservation.  Just  why,  I  do  not 
know,  except  that  he  committed  himself 
to  the  small  task  of  reducing  the  budget 
$6,000,000,000.  Therefore,  he  sets  up  the 
fertilizer  trust. 

Now,  I  never  saw  the  fertilizer  trust. 
I  never  saw  a  representative  of  it.  I 
never  had  a  communication  from  them 
that  has  ever  been  called  to  my  attention. 
But  I  have  never  seen  a  representative 
of  the  fertilizer  trust  and  I  have  never 
had  a  communication  from  one;  but  in 
these  reductions,  when  they  start  to  take 
it  out  of  the  hide  of  the  fellow  who 
responds  every  time  he  is  called  upon, 
in  war  or  in  peace,  then  they  have  got 
to  set  up  a  straw  man  to  kick  around. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  to  you  when  this 
bill  was  before  the  House  some  weeks  ago, 
that  the  most  important,  the  most  vital 
domestic  problem  we  have  is  what  _we 
are  going  to  do  with  what  fertility  is  left 
in  our  soil.  If  over  the  next  25  years  we 
proceed  with  the  same  recklessness  in  the 


destruction  of  the  fertility  of  this  soil 
that  we  have  in  the  last  50,  the  farmers 
of  the  great  Middle  West  and  the  West 
and  South  will  not  be  looking  for  a  place 
to  sell  their  surplus,  they  will  be  looking 
for  a  place  to  raise  what  we  eat,  what  we 
wear,  and  what  we  need  inside  the 
United  States.  It  does  not  cost  any  fer¬ 
tilizer,  it  does  not  pay  anything  to  the 
fertilizer  trust  to  terrace  land,  alluvial 
land  that  washes  away.  I  believe  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  has  some  of  that  same 
sort  of  land  that  was  built  up  by^rass  for 
centuries.  It  is  the  worst  land  to  erode 
in  the  world  if  it  is  not  taken  care  of  be¬ 
cause  the  rains  will  gut  it,  and  that  has 
happened  in  my  country  a"hd  I  am  sure 
in  other  country  like  mine,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Ohio,  and  many  other  sections. 

We  plowed  up  the  prairies,  we  did 
nothing  to  conserve  them.  They  started 
to  wash.  Then  in  many  instances  we  _ 
went  down  into  the  valleys,  the  rich  val¬ 
leys,  and  cut  the  trees  away.  We  left 
nothing  to  hold  the  ground,  nothing  to 
stop  the  dirt  that  flowed  down  from  the 
slopes.  The  water  that  flowed  down 
from  the  slopes  filled  up  the  channels 
that  the  creeks  did  have  before  the  slopes 
and  valleys  were  cleared  up.  That  soil 
has  filled  the  creeks  or  the  streams  or 
the  channels  that  used  tp  exist  and  now 
when  it  rains  on  the  slopes  the  water  has 
no  place  to  run  except  to  spread  all  over 
the  fertile  valley  and  destroy  it.  Today 
millions  of  acres  of  ground,  millions  of 
acres  of  that  fertile  soil,  are  in  Johnson 
grass,  in  elms  and  in  willows  and  has 
passed  out  of  cultivation. 

It  does  not  take  any  fertilizer  to  dig  a 
ditch.  It  does  not  take  any  fertilizer  to 
sod  some  grass.  It  does  not  take  any 
fertilizer  to  build  a  terrace  to  slow  up  the 
flow  of  water  and  keep  it  from  carrying 
the  fertile  soil  down  into  the  great  bot¬ 
toms  into  the  rivers  and  into  the  sea. 
And  the  fertilizer  trust  and  that  straw 
man  will  not  answer  the  man  who  wants 
to  conserve  his  soil,  who  wants  an  acre 
to  produce  more  than  it  is  producing 
now  in  its  depleted  form. 

I  care  not  whether  you  come  from  city, 
country,  or  town,  you  are  going  to  regret 
it  in  the  very  next  few  years  to  come  if 
you  do  not  conserve  what  fertility  is 
left  in  our  soil  and  fix  our  soil  so  that 
fertility  can  be  reestablished  in  it. 

The  speaker,  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  Pace]. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  con¬ 
cerned  about  this  issue  for  two  reasons : 
First,  with  regard  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  If  we  fail  in  this  in¬ 
stance — and  hear  me,  please — ^it  will  be 
the  first  time  in  my  services  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Congress  that  the  Congress 
has  failed  to  carry  out  its  own  promises. 

I  have  here  the  appropriation  act  we 
passed  last  year  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

Here  is  the  language  in  that  act: 

Such  amounts  shall  be  available  for  sal¬ 
aries  and  other  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  formulation  aird  administration  of  1947 
program  amounting  to  $300,000,000. 

That  is  a  positive  direction  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  to  inaugurate  the 
soil-conservation  program  this  year  and 
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obligated  us  to  appropriate  the  money. 
I  hope  the  Congress  will  not  falter  in 
its  promise. 

Secondly,  I  am  concerned  with  regard 
to  the  treatment  the  Congress  will  ac¬ 
cord  the  farmers  of  this  Nation.  We 
are  not  very  far  beyond  the  date  when 
this  Congress  and  our  Government  were 
appealing  to  the  farmers  of  this  Nation 
for  an  enormously  increased  production 
for  war  purposes.  Now  that  the  farm¬ 
ers  have  greatly  depleted  their  soil  to 
meet  that  request  they  need  increased 
amounts  of  fertilizer  and  limestone,  if 
you  please,  yet  we  are  told  here  that 
so  soon  after  the  end  of  the  war  we  must 
withdraw  from  them  this  support  and 
assistance. 

This  program  has  been  called  a  sub¬ 
sidy.  I  can  agree  to  no  such  charge 
against  the  program.  But  let  us  as¬ 
sume  for  a  moment  that  it  is  a  subsidy. 
I  went  into  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  rooms  a  few  minutes  ago-and  I  asked 
how  much  money  this  Congress  this 
month  had  appropriated  for  the  retire¬ 
ment  fund  of  the  Government  em¬ 
ployees.  Do  you  know  what  they  told 
me?  $244,000,000.  You  have  voted  that 
amount  already  as  a  contribution  to 
put  into  the  retirement  fund  for  Gov¬ 
ernment  employees,  not  one  of  whom 
produces  a  pound' of  food,  but  every  one 
of  whom  must  live  upon  the  food  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  man  who  works  out  yonder 
in  the  sun.  You  tell  me  that  it  is  all 
right  to  give  $244,000,000  to  those  peo¬ 
ple,  and  I  approve  of  it  heartily,  yet  it  is 
not  right  to  make  some  contribution 
to  the  preservation,  the  restoration,  and 
fertility  of  our  soil,  our  greatest  natural 
resource.  We  have  in  this  country  10 
percent  of  all  the  soil  in  the  world  that 
is  fit  for  cultivation. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  9  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  first  let  me  say  a  word 
about  the  parliamentary  situation.  A 
motion  was  made  to  insist  on  the  House 
position,  which  is  the  position  that  we, 
the  majority  of  the  subcommittee,  will 
take  in  this  matter.  The  preferential 
motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  IMr.  Flannagan]  calls  for  re¬ 
ceding  and  concurring  in  the  Senate 
amendment.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  will  request  a  di¬ 
vision  of  the  question  and  in  consequence 
the  vote  will  come  first  on  the  motion 
to  recede.  I  trust  that  motion  will  be 
voted  down  and  that  the  House  position 
will  be  maintained  so  that  we-  can  take 
this  back  to  conference  and  determine 
what  the  ultimate  result  shall  be. 

Let  us  look  at  the  equities  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  for  a  moment.  When  the  matter 
came  up  in  budget  form  there  were  re¬ 
quests  of  $301,000,000  for  so-called  soil- 
conservation  payments.  At  that  point 
let  me  make  a  very  clear  distinction,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  constantly  confusing.  There 
are  two  bureaus  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  that  deal  with  soil  conserva¬ 
tion.  The  first  one  is  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  as  distinguished  from  soil 
conservation.  It  has  10,000  or  more 
people  on  its  pay  roll.  It  has  offices  in 
every  section  of  the  country.  This  bill 


carries  $39,000,000  for  that  purpose,  and 
there  is  a  sufficient  sum  for  soil  research. 
Those  people  will  do  this  work  on  erosion 
and  give  farmers  technological  informa¬ 
tion  on  how  to  go  about  the  business  of 
soil-conserving  practices.  That  is  not 
involved  here.  These  are  payments  for 
planting  trees.  These  are  payments  for 
terracing.  These  are  payments  for  put¬ 
ting  lime  on  the  earth  and  all  that  sort 
of  thing,  but  the  technological  service  is 
not  involved  here.  That  is  a  wholly  dif¬ 
ferent  question.  So,  I  want  to  make  that 
distinction. 

Now,  the  request  was  for  $301,000,000 
plus.  What  did  we  do  with  it  in  the 
committee  as  approved  by  the  House? 
We  left  in  $150,000,000  for  payments. 
That  is  in  the  House  bill.  We  provided 
$15,000,000  for  administrative  expenses 
in  the  field.  Now  comes  the  Senate  and 
modifies  the  handiwork  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  what  do  they  do? 
They  restore  $267,000,000  for  payments: 
in  other  words,  they  increased  the  House 
.figure  for  payments  by  $117,000,000. 
Secondly,  they  increased  the  operating 
expenses  from  $15,000,000  to  $27,500,000. 
The  third  thing  they  did  was  to  put  in 
a  provision-  for  a  program  in  crop  year 
1948,  which  does  not  appear  in  the  House 
bill,  for  a  very  good  reason.  It  was  their 
belief  that  there  was  going  to  b?  a  pro¬ 
gram.  Then,  the  fourth  thing  that  the 
Senate  did  was  to  put  a  limitation  of 
$500  on  the  payment  to  any  participant, 
and  that  is  the  matter  to  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten] 
so  wel]  addressed  you  a  little  while  ago. 

Now,  what  is  the  argument?  Let  us 
look  at  the  argument  on  both  sides  of  the 
fence.  They  say  there  is  a  moral  com¬ 
mitment  here.  Well,  I  have  battled  over 
that  thing  a  long  time,  and  I  thought  it 
was  plain  that  they  were  contingent  upon 
appropriations  by  the  House.  The  liter¬ 
ature  of  the  Department,  the  forms  that 
are  sent  to  every  farmer,  contain  print 
on  their  face  or  somewhere.  It  is  not  the 
fine  print  that  they  talk  about,  but  good, 
legible  print,  that  this  is  dependent  upon 
appropriations  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  So,  that  is  not  involved 
here,  notwithstanding  all  the  statements 
that  were  made. 

It  is  said,  “All  right,  but  work  has  al¬ 
ready  been  done  and  commitments  have 
already  been  made.”  The  Department 
told  us  through  our  executive  secretary 
that  only  $36,000,000  has  been  com¬ 
mitted,  and  that  can  be  easily  admin¬ 
istered  and  that  can  be  easily  managed. 
Now,  thosfe  are  the  principal  arguments, 
plus  the  fact  that  we  are  dealing  here 
with  a  national  resource.  Nobody  quar¬ 
rels  with  that  contention,  but  our  con¬ 
tention  is  that  the  first  fruit  of  that  re¬ 
source  goes  to  the  man  who  owns  the  land 
in  fee  simple,  or  who  administers  it  or 
who  manages  it,  and  he  has  some  re¬ 
sponsibility,  do  you  not  believe,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  Federal  Government?  So, 
we  simply  say  we  have  not  taken  away 
all  the  money.  We  believe,  however,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  figures  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  that  the  productivity  of 
agriculture  has  reached  a  peak  in  1946 
and  1947,  with  the  lowest  per  capita  debt 
among  farmers,  the  largest  amount  of 
Liberty  bonds  and  Government  bonds 


and  Victory  bonds  and  cash  in  the  bank, 
and  that  in  a  year  like  that  the  farmer 
can,  and  I  am  persuaded  that  he  is 
patriotic  enough  that  he  will  undertake  a 
portion  of  the  responsibility  and  the  cost 
of  soil  conservation. 

Now  then,  let  us  look  at  the  other  side. 
That  is  one  argument  that  I  would  ad¬ 
vance.  If  it  could  not  be  done  in  1946, 
when,  gentleman,  can  it  be  done?  And  if 
it  cannot  be  done  in  1947,  will  we  ever  see 
the  time  when  agriculture  is  so  prosper¬ 
ous  as  it  is  now,  with  prices  as  high  as 
they  are  now,  that  they  can  undertake 
some  of  this  responsibility? 

Now,  you  would  think  for  all  the  world 
that  we  were  trying  to  emasculate  the 
whole  soil  conservation  program.  Ask 
the  experts,  and  what  do  they  tell  you? 

That  the  maximum  amount  in  the 
Budget  Bureau  would  equal  only  20  per¬ 
cent  of  our  soil  requirements.  So  by 
cutting  it  some  we  subserve  the  good 
cause  of  economy  and  the  fiscal  integrity 
of  the  country,  and  percentagewise  the 
reduction  in  soil  conservation  activities 
so  far  as  payments  are  concerned  is  very 
small. 

I  made  the  contention  a  long  time  ago 
that  if  you  are  going  to  do  something  in 
this  field  the  man  who  can  least  afford 
to  carry  the  job  ought  to  be  helped  a 
little  more  than  he  is,  but  does  he  get 
all  the  fruit?  I  say  to  you  on  my  re¬ 
sponsibility  now  that  out  of  3,400,000 
farmers  who  participate  in  this  program 
650,000  get  60  percent  of  the  money.  It 
ought  to  be  selective  and  it  is  not.  I 
made  that  suggestion  but  it  failed  at  the 
time.  The  Senate  committee  wrestled 
with  that  but  for  some  reason  or  other 
those  who  were  promoting  it  could  not 
get  anywhere  with  the  idea  of  making 
it  selective  and  giving  the  little  farmer 
a  little  larger  break  in  this  whole 
program. 

If  we  are  going  to  shed  tears  about  it, 
then  let  us  shed  tears  about  the  small 
farmer  who  farms  from  3  acres  up,  and 
who  is  having  the  greatest  difficulty. 
Yet  those  farmers  get  so  Jittle  of  the 
money — 2,750,000  farmers  get  $100,000,- 
000  while  650,000  farmers  get  $167,- 
000,000. 

I  have  a  farm  district,  with  six  coun¬ 
ties  entirely  agricultural.  I  have  been 
dealing  with  the  leaders  for  a  long  time. 
I  am  just  as  sensitive  to  them  as  any¬ 
one.  I  am  always  grateful  for  their 
suffrage.  They  have  helped  to  send  me 
here,  and  I  seek  to  discharge  my  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  them.  But  I  am  not 
unmindful  that  we  are  not  dealing  with 
a  sentimental  problem.  You  cannot  take 
farmers  and  put  them  over  here,  and 
labor  here,  and  industry  there,  and  on 
that  basis  legislate  for  each  one,  and 
then  keep  the  fiscal  integrity  of  the 
country  from  being  impaired.  It  is  so 
easy  to  say,  “Yes;  we  have  sent  money 
abroad.”  Yes;  we  have.  I  am  for  that, 
and  I  will  tell  you  why.  I  hope  that  by 
these  expenditures  that  we  make  in  that 
field  now  we  add  to  the  moral  defense 
of  this  country  on  the  outside,  and  that 
in  a  few  years  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
come  in  here  every  year  with  a  security 
budget  for  the  Army  and  Navy  of  $12,- 
009,000,000.  So  do  not  be  deluded  by 
that  argument. 
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Soil  conservation  will  go  on.  The 
ability  to  pay  and  to  conserve  is  there. 
I  am  confident  that  out  of  organized 
agriculture  the^’e  will  be  no  great  pro¬ 
test  over  a  cut  like  this.  So  let  us  take 
this  back  to  conference,  let  us  wrestle 
with  the  Senate  some  more  and  see  what 
we  can  work  out  of  this  in  conference. 
In  so  doing,  I  trust  that  when  the  mo¬ 
tion  is  divided  and  the  first  question  is, 
will  the  House  recede,  we  v/ill  vote  that 
down,  and  then  we  have  taken  care  of 
this  matter. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  cArL  ANDERSEN.  Will  the 
gentleman  inform  the  House  as  to  the 
probability  of  an  additional  allowance 
being  brought  in  for  the  county  and 
township  committees?  There  are  a  few 
that  are  fearful  there  is  not  quite  enough 
money  for  them. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right.  We 
have  discussed  this  matter  informally, 
and  I  believe  there  was  a  general  opinion 
in  the  committee  that  probably  that 
ought  to  be  agreed  to. 

Let  me  emphasize  to  you  the  distinc¬ 
tion  between  these  two  agencies.  The 
soil  conservation,  which  has  $39,000,000 
in  this  bill,  has  10,000  or  more  people  on 
the  pay  roll  and  has  over  2,200  field 
offices  scattered  all  over.  It  spends  over 
$300  a  farm,  by  its  own  testimony,  to 
help  the  farmers  conserve  soil.  It  got 
out  over  33,000  plans  last  year.  That  is 
one  agency  that  is  not  involved  here. 
This  deals  with  payments  to  farmers 
and  with  administrative  expenditures  to 
107,000  county  and  community  commit¬ 
teemen.  So  I  ask  you  to  vote  down  the 
motion  to  recede  when  it  is  voted  on  after 
the  question  is  divided,  and  in  that  noble 
institution  known  as  the  conference  I 
am  confident  we  can  work  out  something. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  these  authorizations  were  made 
contingent  upon  the  appropriation  of 
money  by  Congress,  but  the  fact  is  that 
that  situation  has  existed  through  fhe 
years  and  the  farmers  have  relied  in  good 
faith  upon  the  Congress  appropriating 
the  money.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
agree  that  there  is  at  least  an  implied 
agreement  that  Congress  wiU  keep  faith 
with  these  people  who  have  complied 
with  the  contracts  they  have  made  with 
the  Government? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN,  The  language  of  the 
bill  plus  the  discussions  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  itself  with  respect  to 
the  contingency  ■  of  appropriation  is  so 
clear  and  has  been  made  so  abundantly 
clear  to  every  farmer  that  there  can  be 
no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 


Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  for  a  division  of  the  ques¬ 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is.  Will 
the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate? 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  noes  ap¬ 
peared  to  have  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
forty-five  Members  are  present,  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this 
question,  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
vote,  as  I  understand  it,  is  on  the  divi¬ 
sion  requested  by  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota,  and  the  question  is;  Will 
the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement 
to  the  Senate  amendment  as  distin¬ 
guished  from  receding  and  concurring 
and  that  the  vote  is  “no”;  not  to  recede. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state 
that  that  might  be. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  could 
make  the  proper  answer  to  that  inquiry. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
it 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  the  motion  to  recede  should 
carry,  then  it  will  be  in  order,  will  it  not, 
for  me  to  offer  a  motion  to  concur  with 
an  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  would  be  in  order. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  204,  nays  187,  not  voting  39, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  119] 


YEAS— 204 


Abernethy 

Clark 

Evlns 

Albert 

Clason 

Fallon 

Allen,  La. 

Cllpplnger 

Felghan 

Almond 

Colmer 

Fernandez 

Andresen, 

Combs 

Fisher 

August  H. 

Cooley 

Flannagan 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Cooper 

Fogarty 

Barden 

Corbett 

Foiger 

Bates,  Ky. 

Cox 

Forand 

Battle 

Cravens 

Gary 

Beckworth 

Crosser 

Gathlngs 

Bell 

Cunningham 

Gordon 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Gore 

Blatnlk 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Gorskl 

Boggs,  La. 

Davis,  Wls. 

Gossett 

Bonner 

Dawson,  El. 

Granger 

Boykin 

Deane 

Grant,  Ala 

Brooks 

Delaney 

Gregory 

Brown,  Ga. 

Dlngell 

Hagen 

Bryson 

Dolllver 

Hardy 

Buchanan. 

Domengeaux 

Harless,  Arlz. 

Buckley 

Donohue 

Harris 

Bui  winkle 

Dorn 

Harrison 

Burleson 

Doughton 

Hart 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Douglas 

Havenner 

Camp 

Drewry 

Hedrick 

Cannon 

Durham 

Heffernan 

Carroll 

Eberharter 

Hendricks 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Elliott 

Heselton 

Chelf 

Ellis 

Hill 

Chenoweth 

Engle,  Calif. 

Hobbs 

Hoeven 

Meade,  Md. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Hollfield 

Miller,  Calif. 

Rohrbough 

Hope 

Mills 

Rooney 

Huber 

Monroney 

Sabath 

Hull 

Morgan 

Sadowskl 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Morris 

Sasscer 

Jarman 

Morrison 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Muhlenberg 

Sikes 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Mundt 

Simpson,  El. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Murdock 

Smathers 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Smith,  Maine 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Murray,  Wls. 

Smith,  Va. 

Keefe 

Norreli 

Smith,  Wls. 

Kefauver 

Norton 

Snyder 

Kennedy 

O’Brien - 

Somers 

Kerr 

O’Konskl 

Spence 

Kllday 

Pace 

Stanley 

King 

Passman 

Stevenson 

Klein 

Peden 

Stigler 

Lane 

Peterson 

Stratton 

Lanham 

Philbin 

Talle 

Larcade 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Taylor 

LeCompte 

Pickett 

Teague 

Lemke 

Poage 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Leslnskl 

Preston 

Trimble 

Lucas 

Price,  Fla. 

West 

Lusk  ' 

Price,  Ill. 

Wheeler 

Lyle 

Priest 

Whitten 

Lynch 

Rabin 

Whittington 

McCormack 

Rains 

Williams 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Rankin 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Madden 

Rayburn 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Mahon 

Redden 

Winstead 

Manasco 

Richards 

Wood 

Mansfield 

Rizley 

Worley 

Marcantonlo 

Robertson 

Zimmerman 

Martin,  Iowa 

Robslon 

Meade,  Ky. 

Rockwell 

NAYS— 187 

Allen.  Calif. 

Gearhart 

Merrow 

Allen,  Ill. 

Gillette 

Meyer 

Andersen, 

Gillie 

Michener 

H.  Carl 

Goff 

Miller,  Conn. 

Anderson,  Calif.  Goodwin 

MlUer,  Md. 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Graham 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Angell 

Grant,  Ind. 

Mitchell 

Arends 

Griffiths 

Morton 

Arnold 

Gross 

Nixon 

Auchlncloss 

Gwlnn,  N.  Y. 

Nodar 

Bakewell 

Hale 

Norblad 

Banta 

Hall. 

O’Hara 

Barrett 

Leonard  W. 

Owens 

Bates,  Mass. 

Halleck 

Patterson 

Beall 

Hand 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Bender 

Harness,  Ind. 

Ploeser 

Bishop 

Herter 

Plumley 

Blackney 

Hess 

Potts 

Boggs  Del. 

Hinshaw 

Poulson 

Bolton 

Holmes 

Ramey 

Bradley 

Horan 

Reed,  Ill. 

Bramblett 

Howell 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Brehm 

Jackson.  Calif. 

Rees 

Brophy 

Javits 

Reeves 

Brown,  Ohio 

Jenison 

Rich 

Buck 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Riehlman 

Buffett 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass, 

Burke 

Jennings 

Ross 

Busbey 

Jensen 

Russell 

Butler 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Sadlak 

Byrnes  Wls. 

Johnson,  Ill. 

St.  George 

Canfield 

Jones,  Ohio 

Sanborn 

Carson 

Jones,  Wash. 

Sarbacher 

Case,  N.  J. 

Jonkman 

Schwabe,  Okla, 

Chadiylck 

Judd 

Scoblick 

Chlperfield 

Kean 

Scott,  Hardle 

Church 

Kearney 

Scrlvner 

Clevenger 

Kearns 

Seely-Brown 

Coffin 

Keating 

Shafer 

Cole.  Kans. 

Kersten,  Wls. 

Short 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Kilburn 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Cotton 

Kunkel 

Smith,  Kans. 

Coudert 

Landis 

Springer 

Crawford 

Latham 

Stefan 

Crow 

Lea 

Stockman 

Curtis 

LeFevre 

Sundstrom 

Dague 

Lewis 

Taber 

Dawson,  Utah 

Lodge 

Tlbbott 

Devltt 

Love 

Tollefson 

D ’Ewart 

McConnell 

Towe 

Dlrksen 

MoCowen 

Twyman 

Dondero 

McDonough 

Vail 

Ellsworth 

McDowell 

Van  Zandt 

Elsaesser 

McGarvey 

Vorys 

Elston 

McGregor 

Vursell 

Engel,  Mich. 

McMahon 

Wadsworth 

Fellows 

McMillen,  El. 

Weichel 

Fenton 

Mack 

Welch 

Fletcher 

MacKinnon 

Wigglesworth 

Foote  ^ 

Macy 

Wolcott 

Fulton 

Maloney 

Wolverton 

Gamble 

Mason 

Woodruff 

Gavin 

Mathews 

Youngblood 

No.  138-^ - 11 
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Ing  amendment  which  limits  the  benefits 
under  the  act  to  $500  per  participant. 
This  is  a  splendid  opportunity  for  the 
Congress  to  work  its  will  for  the  small 
farmer,  and  also  probably  save  a  little 
money. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  let 
me  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
to  the  fact  that  on  this  particular  mo¬ 
tion  nobody  on  the  Democratic  side  had 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  his  views. 
I  do  not  ask  the  Chair  to  recognize  any¬ 
one,  because  then  we  will  be  here  for  an 
hour;  I  recognize  that.  But,  at  least 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  I  think, 
ought  to  yield  10  minutes  to  somebody 
on  this  side. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  would  concur  if  it 
were  not  for  the  fact  that  I  believe  the 
issue  that  is  before  us  is  abundantly 
clear,  and  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
any  further  discussion  would  add  to 
clarification. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  is  a  more 
fundamental  question  involved  than  the 
gentleman’s  own  personal  opinion.  I 
would  suggest,  in  the  light  of  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  where  two  Members  on  the 
gentleman’s  side  have  been  recognized, 
if  anyone  on  this  side  wants  to  speak 
for  5  or  10  minutes,  that  the  nice  thing 
to  do  would  be  to  yield  5  or  10  minutes  to 
somebody  on  this  side. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  have  been  here 
since  10  o’clodc  this  morning,  and  we 
have  given  over  the  whole  day  to  the 
conference  report,  with  the  exception  of 
roll  calls.  I  undertook  to  yield  as  gener¬ 
ously  as  I  knew  how. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  In  view  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  statement  a  moment  ago  in 
reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia - 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi,  who  is  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee,  would  like  to  have  5  min¬ 
utes,  I  would  be  very  delighted  to  yield, 
and  thereafter  the  previous  question 
will  be  moved. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  courtesy  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  in  granting  me  this  time, 
but  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
Members  here,  particularly  those  who 
voted  to  recede  on  the  majority  side,  to 
this  fact.  TTie  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  made  his  motion  for  the  reason 
that  he  felt  that  the  Congress  committed 
itself  to  this  program  last  year.  On  the 
basis  of  that  suggestion  and  of  his  motion 
based  on  that  thought,  the  motion  to 
recede  was  carried.  Now,  I  say  to  him — 
and  there  is  not  a  fairer  minded  man  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  than 
the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota,  Fran¬ 
cis  Case — but  I  say  to  him,  to  follow  up 
his  original  motion  with  something  that 
does  not  carry  out  the  commitments, 
which  might  be  termed  only  half  way 
repudiation,  is  no  different  from  full 
repudiation. 

I  say  to  those  Members  who  voted  to 
recede,  if  you  did  so  in  the  belief  that 
this  Congress  and  the  Nation  are  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  farmers  who  have  earned 
these  payments,  if  you  did  that  in  the 
thought  and  in  the  belief  that  we  had 
so  committed  ourselves,  you  do  not  help 
yourselves  by  coming  back  and  saying, 
“No;  we  will  halfway  repudiate.” 


This  is  the  situation  with  regard  to 
the  Senate  amendment.  It  provided  for 
carrying  out  the  full  commitment  for 
the  rest  of  the  year,  and  for  a  program 
next  year  of  $150,000,000,  except  that 
next  year  the  maximum  payment  should 
be  limited  to  $500.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota  offered  an  amendment 
striking  out  the  language  with  reference 
to  setting  up  a  program  formext  year  of 
$150,000,000  but  leaving  in  the  $500  limi¬ 
tation.  Whether  or  not  the  program 
that  has  been  carried  on  through  the 
years  is  sound,  whether  or  not  you  want 
to  strike  out  the  program  for  next  year, 
certainly  you  do  not  want  to  go  along 
with  this  motion  which  takes  out  the 
Senate  provision  for  next  year  but  leaves 
in  a  $500  limitation  which  limitation 
then  becomes  effective  on  this  year’s 
program.  You  say  to  the  man  with 
whom  the  contract  has  been  made, 
.“Though  you  have  done  the  work  on 
thousands  of  acres,  though  you  have 
spent  $2  out  of  your  own  pocket  for 
each  one  the  Government  may  pay,  in 
the  interest  of  saving  money  we  are 
going  to  violate  each  and  every  one  of 
those  contracts.” 

I  am  not  personally  interested  in  this 
matter.  I  get  no  benefits  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  But  you  authorized  those 
contracts  and  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  made  them.  The  Senate  recog¬ 
nized  that  they  were  contracts.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case]  recognizes  that  they  were  con¬ 
tracts.  But  by  striking  out  the  lan¬ 
guage  which  his  motion  would  leave  out, 
you  leave  the  $500  limitation  where  it 
may  well  be  brought  forward  to  this 
year’s  program  and,  in  effect,  you  have 
violated  each  contract  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  executed  with  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  this  Nation.  Certainly  those  of 
you  who  voted  for  this  motion  to  recede 
on  the  ground  that  you  wanted  to  live 
up  to  the  Commitments  of  this  Congress 
do  not  want  to  do  that.  In  effect,  you 
now  come  along  and  say  that  you  are 
going  to  violate  the  contracts  half  way. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  wonder  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  would  not  agree  with  me  that 
any  farmer  who  would  get  as  much  as 
$500  under  this  program  would  probably 
be  smart  enough  to  read  his  contract 
and  see  in  there  that  getting  the  money 
depends  on  the  making  of  the  appropri¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  If  the  distinguished 
majority  leader,  and  there  is  no  keener 
mind  here  than 'his,  will  read  that  lan¬ 
guage,  he  will  find  that  what  that  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  contract  meant  was  this, 
that  of  the  $300,000,000  which  this  Con¬ 
gress  committed  itself  to  last  year,  the 
farmer  could  look  only  to  his  -  pro  rata 
share  of  that,  and  if  the  farmers'  of  the 
Nation  esirned  $600,00,000  through  car¬ 
rying  out  the  program  he  would  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  $300,- 
000,000  which  the  Congress  had  commit¬ 
ted  itself  to  in  this  year’s  program. 

I  say  It  is  bad  business  to  say  to  the 
American  farmer,  "You  have  to  read  the 
small  print.  If  you  do  not,  your  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  take  advantage  of  it  after 


you  have  spent  your  money  and  after 
you  have  furnished  your  contribution. 
After  the  Government  has  said  it  is  in¬ 
terested  in  the  fertility  of  your  soil  and 
that  you  should  carry  on  the  work,  we 
are  going  to  pull  this  back,  after  you 
have  spent  your  share.”  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  you  want  to  do  that.  I  do  not 
believe  you  want  to  go  to  the  country 
on  that  basis.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case],  honorable  gentleman  that  he  is, 
having  sponsored  the  original  motion  on 
the  ground  that  the  Congress  ought  to 
live  up  to  its  commitments,  would  now 
want  to  say,  “Let  us  just  halfway  live 
up  to  them.”  I  hope  you  will  vote  his 
motion  dowrr. 

Mr.  REES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  $500  payment  to  any  person  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  farm  program  included 
in  this  bill  by  the  Senate  is  similar  to  one 
I  have  tried  to  insert  in  this  legislation 
for  a  number  of  years.  Soil  conservation 
payments  were  intended  to  assist  the 
farmer  who  operates  the  family  sized 
farm.  One  of  the  difficulties  with  this 
program  in  the  past  has  been  that,  of  the 
millions  of  dollars  appropriated,  most  of 
it  has  been  paid  to  the  big  operators  who 
do  not  need  it  at  all. 

Only  few  people  know  the  average 
payment  is  much  less  than  $100.  In  fact 
80  percent  of  approved  funds  have  been 
paid  to  20  percent  of  those  who  partici¬ 
pated  in  the  program. 

This  bill  now  includes — with  the 
amendment  under  consideration — $225,- 
000,000  for  soil  conservation  payments. 
With  the  limitation  of  $500,  every  farmer 
who  has  been  getting  less  than  $200, 
should  not  have  his  payments  reduced 
from  what  they  were  last  year.  I  should 
give  the  man  who  operates  an  average 
sized  farm  a  fairer  deal.  In  the  past,  the 
Government  has  paid  funds  by  the  thou¬ 
sands,  and  even  hundreds  of  thousands — 
in  some  cases — while  the  small  operator 
got  less  than  $75. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  to  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
with  an  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were— yeas  218,  nays  171,  not  voting  41, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  120] 

YEAS— 218 


Allen,  Calif. 

Blackney 

Clason 

Allen,  Ill. 

Boggs.  Del. 

Clevenger 

Almond 

Bolton 

Clippinger 

Andersen, 

Bradley 

CoflSn 

H.  Carl  • 

Bramblett 

Cole,  Kans. 

Anderson,  Calif.  Brehm 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Andresen, 

Brophy 

Corbett 

August  H. 

Buck 

Cotton  . 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Buffett 

Coudert 

Angell 

Burke 

Crawford 

Arends 

Busbey 

Crow 

Arnold 

Butler 

Curtis 

Auchincloss 

Byrnes,  Wls. 

Dague 

Bakewell 

Canfield 

Davis,  Wis. 

Banta 

Carson 

Dawson,  Utah 

Barrett 

Case,  N.  J. 

Devitt 

Bates,  Mass. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

D ’Ewart 

Beall 

Chadwick 

Dlrksen 

Bender 

Chenoweth 

Dondero 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Chlperfield 

Ellis 

Bishop 

Church 

Ellsworth 

1947 
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Elsaesser 

Kersten,  Wls. 

Reeves 

Elston 

Kilburn 

Rich 

Engel,  Mich. 

Knutson 

Rlehlman 

Fallon 

Kunkel 

Robslon 

Fellows 

Landis 

Rockwell 

Fenton 

Latham 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Fletcher 

LeFevre 

Rohrbough 

Foote 

Leslnskl 

Ross 

Fulton 

Lewis 

Russell 

Gamble 

Lodge 

Sadlak 

Gavin 

Love 

St.  George 

Gearhart 

McConnell 

Sanborn 

Gillette 

McCowen 

Sarbacher 

Gillie 

McDonough 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Goff 

McDowell 

Scobllck 

Goodwin 

McGarvey 

Scott,  Hardie 

Graham 

McGregor 

Scott, 

Grant,  Ind. 

McMahon 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Griffiths 

McMUlen,  Ill. 

Scrlvner 

Gross 

Mack 

Seely-Brown 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

MacKinnon 

Shafer 

Hale 

Macy 

Short 

Hall, 

Maloney. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Leonard  W. 

Mason 

Smith,  Kans. 

Halleck 

Mathews 

Smith;  Maine 

Harness,  Ind. 

Meade.  Ky. 

Smith,  Wls. 

Herter 

Meade,  Md. 

Snyder 

Heselton 

Merrow 

Springer 

Hess 

Meyer 

Stanley 

Hill 

Michener 

Stefan 

Hlnshaw 

Miller,  Conn. 

Stevenson 

Hoffman 

Miller,  Md. 

Stockman 

Holmes 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Stratton 

Horan 

Mitchell 

Sundstrom 

Howell 

Morton 

Taber 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Muhlenberg 

Taylor 

Javits 

Murray,  Wls. 

Tlbbott 

Jenlson 

Nixon 

Tolefson 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Nodar 

Towe 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Norblad 

Twyman 

Jennings 

O’Hara 

Vail 

Jensen 

Owens 

Van  Zandt 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Patterson 

Vorys 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Vursell 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Phiillps,  Tenn.  Wadsworth 

Jones,  Ohio 

Ploeser 

Welchel 

Jones,  Wash. 

Plumley 

Welch 

Jonkman 

Potts 

Wigglesworth 

Judd 

Poulson 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Kean 

Ramey 

Wolcott 

Kearns 

Reed,  Ill. 

Wolverton 

Keating 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Woodruff 

Keefe 

Rees 

NAYS— 171 

Youngblood 

Abernethy 

Evins 

Lea 

Albert 

Felghan 

LeCompte 

Allen,  La. 

Fernandez 

Lemke 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Fisher 

Lucas 

Barden 

Flannagan 

Lusk 

Bates.  Ky. 

Fogarty 

Lyle 

Battle 

Folger 

Lynch 

Beckworth 

Forand 

McCormack 

Bell 

Gary 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Blatnik 

Gathlngs 

Madden 

Bloom 

Gordon 

Mahon 

Boggs,  La. 

Gore 

Manasco 

Brooks 

Gorskl 

Mansfield, 

Brown,  Ga. 

Gossett 

Marcantonlo 

Bryson 

Granger 

Martin,  Iowa 

Buchanan 

Grant,  Ala. 

Miller,  Calif. 

Bulwlnkle 

Gregoi7 

Mills 

Burleson 

Hagen 

Monroney 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Hand 

Morgan 

Camp 

Hardy 

Morris 

Cannon 

Harless,  Arlz. 

Morrison 

Carroll 

Harris 

Mundt 

Chelf 

Clark  . 

Colmer 

Combs 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crosser 

Cunningham 

Davis.  Ga, 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Deane 

Delaney 

Dlngell 

Dolllver 

Domengeaux 

Donohue 

Dorn 

Doughton 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Durham 

Eberharter 

Elliott 

Engle,  Calif. 


Harrison 

Hart 

Havenner 
Hedrick 
Hendricks 
Hobbs 
Hoeven 
Holifleld 
Hope 
Huber 
Hull 


Murdock 
Murray,  Tenn. 
O’Brien 
O’Konskl 
Pace 
Passman 
Peden 
Peterson 
Phllblu 
Pickett 
Poage 


Jackson,  Wash.  Preston 


Jarman 
Johnson.  Okla. 
Jones,  Ala. 
Jones,  N.  C. 
Karsten,  Mo. 
Kearney 
Kefauver 
Kennedy 
Keogh 
Kerr 
Kllday 
King 
Klein 
Lane 
Lanham 
Larcade 


Price,  Fla. 

Price,  HI. 

Priest 

Rains 

Rankin 

Rayburn 

Rayfl'el 

Redden 

Richards 

Rlzley 

Robertson 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rooney 

Sadowskl 

Sasscer 

Schwabe,  Mo. 


Sikes 

Talle 

Whittington 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Teague 

Williams 

Smathers 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Smith,  Va. 

Trimble 

Winstead 

Somers 

West 

Wood 

Spence 

Wheeler 

Worley 

Stigler 

Whitten 

Zimmerman 

NOT  VOTING— 41 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

O’Toole 

Bland 

Hall, 

Patman 

Bonner 

Edwin  Arthur  Pfeifer 

Boykin 

Hartley 

Powell 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hays 

Rahln 

Buckley 

Hebert 

Riley 

Celler 

Heffernan 

Rivers 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Sabath 

Clements 

Kee 

Sheppard 

Cole,  Mo. 

Kelley 

Smith,  Ohio 

Eaton 

Kirwan 

Thomas,  N.  J, 

Fuller 

Ludlow 

Thomason 

Gallagher 

Norrell 

Vinson 

Gifford 

^(prton 

.  Walter 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs :  *. 

Additional  general  pairs: 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  with  Mr.  Walter. 
Mr.  Hartley  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  with  Mr.  Chap¬ 
man. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Clements. 

Mr.  Eaton  with  Mr.  Hays.  "i 
Mr.  Gifford  with  Mr.  Bonner. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Johnson  of 
Texas. 

Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Kee. 

Mr.  Gallagher  with  Mr.  Bland. 

Mr.  Cole  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Klrwan. 

Mr.  Fuller  with  Mr.  Boykin. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  Mr. 
Reed  of  Illinois  changed  their  votes  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

\  .  JOINT  COIJMri^E  ON  HOUSI^^ 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
!  mittee  on  Rules,,  reported  the  following 
i  privilegB(l  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  104, 

:  Rept.  No.  v997) ,  which  was  referred  to 
I  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
;  printed : 

!  Resolved  by  th^ffouse  of  Representatives 
I  {the  Senate  concitrj-ing) ,  That  there  is 
!  hereby  established  a  Joint  congressional  com- 
j  mittee  to  be  known  as  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Housing  (hereafter  reSmrred  to  as  the 
j  committee),  and  to  be  cor^osed  of  seven 
,  Members  of  the  Senate  who  a^^members  of 
I  the  Senate  Committee  on  BankiiJg  and  Cur¬ 
rency  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  pro 
tempore  of  the  Senate,  and  seven'-Mem- 
.taers  of  the  House  of  Representatives^  yho 
are  members  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency., 

■  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
:  of  Representatives.  A  vacancy  in  the  mem- 

■  bershlp  of  the  committee  shall  not  affect  the 
powers  of  the  remaining  members  to  execute 
the  functions  of  the  committee,  and  shall  be 
filled  in  the  same  manner  as  the  original 
selection.  The  committee  shall  select  a 
chairman  and  a  vice  chairman  from  among 

.  its  members. 

'  Sec.  2.  The  committee,  acting  as  a  whole 
'  or  by  subcommittee,  shall  conduct  a  thorough 
study  and  Inveslgation  of  the  entire  field  of 
:  housing,  including  but  not  limited  to — 

;  (1)  the  extent  of  the  need  for  housing  in 

'  the  United  States  as  a  whole  and  in  all  areas 
:  thereof: 

(2)  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which  shortages 
In  building  materials  are  contributing  to  the 
I  shortage  of  housing; 

'  (3)  the  reasons  for  the  existing  high  costs 

of  building  materials  and  housing  and  the 


iactlon  which  may  be  taken  to  reduce  such 
costs; 

(4)  all  factors  of  whatever  kind  of  nature 
Which  contribute  to  the  existing  high  costs 
of  housing  and  which  prevent  the  speedy 
construction  of  adequate  housing  to  satisfy 
the  needs  of  tfie  Nation  and  the  action  which 
may  be  taken  to  eliminate  such  factors: 

(5)  the  extent  to  which  archaic  building 
codes  and  zoning  laws  contribute  to  the 
existing  shortage  and  excessive  cost  of  hous¬ 
ing: 

i  (6)  the  administration  and  operation  of 
existing  Federal  laws  relating  to  slum  clear¬ 
ance,  insurance  of  mortgages  on  housing, 
home  loans,  guaranties  of  veterans’  housing 
loans,  construction  permits,  veterans’  prefer¬ 
ence  in  the  renting  and  purchase  of  housing, 
tent  contrdl,  and  all  other  matters  relating 
!to  housing; 

'  (7)  the  availability  of  private  capital  and 

cf  Government  loans  to  finance  the  con¬ 
struction  of  housing; 

(8)  the  organization  and  operations  of 
Federal,  State,  and  municipal  government 
(agencies  concerned  with  housing;  and 

(9)  such  other  problems  and  subjects  in 
the  field  of  housing  as  the  committee  deems 
appropriate. 

Sec.  3.  ’The  committee  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  not 
later  than  March  15,  1948,  the  results  of  its 
study  and  investigation,  together  with  such 
recommendations  as  to  necessary  legislation 
and  such  other  recommendations  as  it  may 
deem  advisable. 

Sec.  4.  The  committee  shall  have  the  power, 
without  regard  to  the  civil-service  laws  and 
the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended, 
to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such 
officers,  experts,  and  employees  as  it  deems 
necessary  for  the  performance  of  its  duties, 
injCluding  consultants  who  shall  receive  com- 
.  pensation  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  $35  for 
each  day  actually  spent  by  them  in  the 
^work  of  the  committee,  together  with  their 
necessary  travel  and  subsistence  expenses. 
The  committee  is  further  authorized,  with 
the  consent  of  the  head  of  the  department 
or  agency  concerned,  to  utilize  the  services, 
information,  facilities,  and  personnel  of  all 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  and  may  request  the  govern¬ 
ments  of  the  several  States,  representatives 
of  business.  Industry,  finance,  and  labor,  and 
such  other  persons,  agencies,  organizations, 
and  instrumentalities  as  it  deems  appropriate 
to  attend  its  hearings  and  to  give  and  pre¬ 
sent  information,  advice,  and  recommenda¬ 
tions. 

Sec.  5.  The  committee,  or  any  subcommit¬ 
tee  thereof,  is  authorized  to  hold  such  hear¬ 
ings;  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places 
during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periods  of  the  Eightieth  Congress;  to  re¬ 
quire  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attend¬ 
ance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents;  to 
•^dminister  oaths,  to  take  such  testimony:  to 
Inyye  such  printing  and  binding  done;  and 
toSimke  such  expenditiures  as  it  deems  ad¬ 
visable*,  The  cost  of  senographic  services 
in  repoHlng  such  hearings  shall  not  be  in 
excess  of cents  per  100  words.  Subpenas 
shall  be  IssTjed  under  the  signature  of  the 
chairman  or  i^e  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  shall  be  served  by  any  person  desig¬ 
nated  by  tliem. 

Sec.  6.  The  membe^  of  the  committee  shall 
be  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence,  and 
other  necessary  expense^'.JnciU-red  by  them 
in  the  performance  of  the' duties  vested  in 
the  committee,  other  than  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  meetings  of  the  committee  held 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  during  such 
times  as  the  Congress  is  in  session-. 

Sec.  7.  The  expenses  of  the  committee, 
which  shall  not  exceed  $100,000,  shall  be  told 
one-half  from  the  contingeift  fund  of 
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Senate  and  one-half  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon 
vpu'bhers  signed  by  the  chairn),an.  Disburse¬ 
ments,  to  pay  such  expenses  shall  be  made 
by  the’^ecretary  of  the  Senate  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  such  con¬ 
tingent  fund  to  be  reimbursed  from  the  con¬ 
tingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  in  the  amount  of  one-half  of  disburse¬ 
ments  so  made. 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AID 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
■privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  296,  Rept. 
No.  998) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Whereas  the  importance  and  complexity 
of  aid  required  by  foreign  nations  and  peoples 
from  the  resources  of  the  United  States  is 
assuming  increasing  proportions:  and 

Whereas  such  aid  directly  effects  every 
segment  of  the  domestic  economy  of  the 
United  States;  and 

Whereas  the  problems  relating  to  suph  aid 
are  of  a  nature  to  lie  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  a  number  of  the  standing  committee^  of 
the  Congress: .  and.  \ 

Whereas  these  problems  should,  in  ordeK 
to  safeguard  the  resources  and  economy  of  ' 
the  United  States,  be  given  the  most  careful 
consideration  in  relation  to  each  other;  and 

Whereas  an  integrated  and  coordinated 
study  should  be  most  valuable  to  the  stand¬ 
ing  committees  of  the  Congress:  Therefore 
be  it 

Resolved,  That  there  is  hereby  created  a 
select  committee  on  foreign  aid  composed 
of  19  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker. 
The  Speaker  shall  designate  one  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  select  committee  as  chairman. 
Any  vacancy  ocemring  in  the  membership 
of  the  select  committee  shall  be  filled  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  original  appointment 
was  made 

The  committee  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  a  study  of  (1)  actual  and  prospective 
needs  of  foreign  nations  and  peoples,  includ¬ 
ing  those  within  United  States  military  zones, 
both  for  relief  in  terms. of  food,  clothing,  and 
so  forth,  and  of  economic  rehabilitation;  (2) 
resources  and  facilities  available  to  meet 
such  needs  within  and  without  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States;  (3)  existing  or  con¬ 
templated  agencies,  whether  private,  public, 
domestic,  or  International,  qualified  to  deal 
with  such  needs;  (4)  any  or  all  measures 
which  might  assist  in  assessing  relative  needs 
and  in  correlating  such  assistance  as  the 
United  States  can  properly  make  without  / 
weakening  its  domestic  economy.  / 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Hou^ 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  if  the  Housy  is 
not  in  session)  from  time  to  time  as  it /hall 
deem  appropriate,  but  finally  not  lateythan 
March  1,  1948. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution  "{he  com¬ 
mittee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  sit  and  act  during/the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places,  either 
within  Or  without  the  continental  limits  of 
the  United  States,  whether  or  not  the  House 
is  sitting,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  employ  such  personnel,  to  borrow  from 
Government  departments  and  agencies  such 
special  assistants,  to  hold  such  hearings,  and 
to  take  such  testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  3,  line  4,  after  the  word  “adjourned,” 
strike  out  the  word?  "to  employ  such  per¬ 
sonnel,  to  borrow  from  Government  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  such  special  assistants.” 

COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  295,  Rept. 


No.  999) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Whereas  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
was  established  in  1822,  and  by  the  Legisla¬ 
tive  Reorganization  Act  of  1946  (1)  has  been 
given  jurisdiction  as  a  s;tanding  committee 
over  relations  of  the  United  States  with  for¬ 
eign  nations  generally,  and  (2)  is  charged 
to  exercise  continuous  watchfulness  over  the 
execution  by  the  Department  of  State  and 
■  other  agencies  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  relations  of 
the  United  States  with  foreign  nations  gener¬ 
ally;  and. 

Whereas  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States  today  assumes  new  importance  in  the 
operations  of  the  entire  economic  system  of 
the  United  States  and  conditions  the  sur¬ 
vival  of  free  institutions  both  at  home  and 
abroad;  and 

Whereas  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
has,  by  its  reorganization  in  conformity  with 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
by  setting  up  the  appropriate  staff  and  sub¬ 
committee  organization  to  deal  with  the 
heavy  new  burden  imposed  upon  it  to  make 
recommendations  to  the  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives  on  policy  issues  affecting  foreign  af¬ 
fairs  and  on  the  necessary  legislative  action;- 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 


bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to 
be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member. of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  the  bill  shall 
be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-nifnute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideraton 
of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee 
shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  ^the  House 
with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been 
adopted  and  the  previous  question  shall  be 
considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  in¬ 
tervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  re¬ 
commit. 

CONTINUING  SUPPORT  FOR  WOOL 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  3 15,  Rept. 
No.  1001),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
intQ:'the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
oiirthe  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  sup¬ 
port  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 


Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  /  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are  here- 

_  "  -ii _ _  .  _ , _ _ Si  y  hv  waived  That  after  e'eneral  riehate  which 


Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommiw 
tees  is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct 
stul^ies  and  investigations  of  all  matUers 
coming  within  the  jurisdiction  of  suchycom- 
mitteft-,  X 

Sec.  2,  That  in  projects  for  studle/^of  mat¬ 
ters  concerning  the  foreign  affajrfe  of  the 
United  States  which  in  the  judgolent  of  the 
Committee  dn  Foreign  Affairs  retire  investi¬ 
gations  by  it  a'broad,  the  comnuttee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  include  the  services  and  travel  of  the 
requisite  staff  ahd  clericaXhelp,  to  accom¬ 
pany  subcommittees  of  Jbe  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  on  - supn  investigations  or 
study  missions  abroach'' 

SEC.  3.  That  in  rn/ktog  such  studies  and 
investigations  abroad,  it* shall  be  the  duty  of 
such  subcommitXes  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  to  keep  curtent  records  and 
to  make  reporlXtc2.the''Commktee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  for  apfiropriate  legislative  action,  on 
the  complejnon  of  any  such  mission,  of  the 
results  of  Mich  studies  and  investigations,  to¬ 
gether  yfth  such  recommendationa  as  may 
be  deesned  desirable.  ^ 

Fopf  the  purposes  of  this  resolutimi^  the 
committee,  ^  or  any  subcommittees  theaeof , 
is/authorized  to  hold  such  hearings,  to^sit 
/nd  act  during  the  present  Congress  at  su^ 
'times  and  places  as  the  committee  may  de¬ 
termine,  whether  or  not  the  House  is  in  ses¬ 
sion,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
require  thfe  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and  to- 
take  testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary.  Sub- 
penas  may  be  Issued  under  the  signature  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  shall  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
any  member  thereof  may  administer  oaths  to 
witnesses. 


AMENDING  THE  FEDERAL 
INSURANCE  ACT 


CROP 


Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  314,  Rept. 
No.  1000) ,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3465)  to  amend  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Crop  Insurance  Act.  That  after  gen¬ 
eral  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 


by  waived.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  rank¬ 
ing  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend¬ 
ment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amend¬ 
ment  as  may  have  been  adopted  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  or¬ 
dered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

MINORITY  VIEWS  ON  H.  R.  29 

Mr.  PICKETT.  Mr.  ‘Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  be  permitted 
to  file  minority  views  on  the  bill  H.  R.  29. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi¬ 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DEFICIENCY  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  H,ALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  say  that 
I  have  tal^d  with  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  Ojn  Appropriations,  and  he 
has  informed  ‘i^e  that  the  deficiency  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  'is  in  order  for  consider¬ 
ation.  It  is  of  gr^t  importance.  I  think 
it  is  highly  desirabfb;,^that  we  act  on  it  this 
evening,  if  at  all  possible. 

I  take  this  time  to^\express  the  hope 
that  we  can  proceed  expeditiously  with 
the  consideration  of  the  ipatter  now  be¬ 
fore  us,  and  then  take  up  the  deficiency 
bill  and  dispose  of  it  yet  this  evening. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

.  Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  take  that 
position.  An  hour  or  two  saved  now  will 
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mean  a  week  saved  in  the  session.  We 

..  -nn  this  sidft  arp  triad  f.n  pnnnpratp 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL.  1948 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  43:  On  page  61, 
strike  out  lines  5  to  10,  Inclusive. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  Senate  amendment, 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment. 

CONSERVATION  LEADERSHIP 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
comment  on  the  items  in  this  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  affecting  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service.  First  of  all,  may  I  remind 
you  that  Government  conservation  pro¬ 
grams  did  not  originate  with  the  late 
New  Deal.  No  indeed.  Our  country’s 
first  real  conservation  efforts  date  back 
to  another  Roosevelt — namely  Theodore 
Roosevelt. 

May  I  also  remind  you  that  our  pres¬ 
ent  national  soil  and  water  conservation 
program  did  not  originate  with  the  late 
New  Deal.  No;  it  began  in  1929,  under 
a  Republican  administration,  with  the 
establishment  of  soil-conservation  re¬ 
search  stations  on  which  the  present  im¬ 
portant  and  expanding  soil-conservation 
program  is  based.  The  Republican 
Party,  gentlemen,  has  always  stood  for 
the  conservation  of  our  soil  and  water 
resources.  Let  us  not  forget  that. 

With  that  in  mind,  let  me  point  out 
that  the  President,  in  his  budget  message 
for  the  fiscal  year  1948,  recommended  an 
increase  of  only  $137,000  for  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  the  agency  that  is 
giving  technical  assistance  to  farmer- 
organized  and  farmer-controlled  soil- 
conservation  districts,  which  operate  un¬ 
der  State  laws  in  all  the  48  States.  In 
the  face  of  many  new  soil  conservation 
districts  the  token  increase  which  was 
recommended  by  the  President  over  1947 
appropriation  is  entirely  inadequate. 
The  $5,000,000  which  the  present  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  reduced  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service  Department’s  request,  in 
addition  to  the  $5,000,000  reduction  made 
by  the  committee  for  the  fiscal  year  1948, 
reduced  the  appropriation  to  $38,000,000 
plus,  is  in  my  studied  opinion  consider¬ 
able  less  than  can  be  justified  for  this  all- 
important  work  so  vital  to  the  continued- 
prosperity  of  our  Nation. 

The  administration  would  like  farmers 
to  get  the  idea  the  new  Republican  Con¬ 
gress  is  antisoil  conservation.  Bear  in 
mind  that  the  farmers  of  this  country 
helped  elect  a  Republican  Congress.  And 
do  not  forget  for  a  minute  that  the  farm- 
.  erse  who  elect  Republicans  are  the  same 
farmers  who  have  organized  soil-con¬ 
servation  districts,  and  are  organizing 
more  of  them  every  day — in  Republican 
territory.  Surely,  it  can  mean  only  one 
thing:  The  farmers  want  the  kind  of  as¬ 
sistance  they  get  through  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  districts  and  which  requires  only  a 


(fraction  of  the  money  we  spent  for  some 
things  the  majority  of  our  farmers  do 
not  want. 

Now,  I  agree  with  one  thing  the  Presi¬ 
dent  said  in  his  budget  message:  That 
the  national  soil-conservation  program 
should  be  carried  out  along  the  lines  pur¬ 
sued  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
and  the  Extension  Service,  and  that  we 
should  cut  down  on  the  AAA  subsidy  pay¬ 
ments  of  the  old  triple  A,  which  is  now 
a  branch  of  the  Production  and  Market¬ 
ing  Administration.  But  the  President 
did  not  back  up  his  words  with  actions. 

Let  us  not  kid  ourselves  about  this, 
gentlemen.  The  triple-A  has  been  used 
politically  in  every  election  since  1933. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  has  minded  its  own  business  and 
has  stayed  clear  of  partisan  politics. 

The  President,  in  his  budget  message, 
said,  and  I  quote,  “More  than  60  percent 
of  the  total  AAA  payments  go  to  about 
one-eighth  of  the  Nation’s  farmers.” 
Most  of  this  money  thus  is  being  paid  to 
farmers  who,  because  of  their  strong 
position  in  American  agriculture,  would 
undoubtedly  continue  the  best  farm- 
management  practices  without  the  per¬ 
suasion  of  a  bonus  from  their  own  United 
States  Treasury,  which  is  now  in  the  red 
around  $260,000,000,000. 

We  know  the  farmers  want  and  need 
the  kind  of  technical  help  they  receive 
from  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
through  soil-conservation  districts.  If 
they  did  not  why  would  they,  on  their 
own  initiative,  organize  these  districts 
and  then  ask  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  for  technical  help?  If  they  did  not 
like  this  service  and  did  not  want  it  con¬ 
tinued,  why  have  they  organized  almost 
200  new  districts  since  June  15,  1946 — 
districts  that  will  suffer  from  the  lack 
of  technical  help  if  we  do  not,  early  in 
the  next  session,  appropriate  additional 
funds  to  the  S9il  Conservation  Service — 
the  only  agency  that  can  give  this  assist¬ 
ance  and  for  a  moderate  amount  of 
funds. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  a  proposal  concern¬ 
ing  the  appropriations  for  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  and  for  conservation 
subsidy  payments  that  will  enable  us  to 
let  the  American  farmers  know  where 
we  stand  on  sound,  practical,  perma¬ 
nent  soil  conservation.  The  President 
has  tried  to  put  this  Congress  on  the 
spot  with  soil-conservation  districts  and 
with  the  farmers  by  recommending  an 
increase  of  only  $137,000  for  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  despite  the  in¬ 
creasing  number  of  soil-conservation  dis¬ 
tricts,  and  at  the  same  time  continued  a 
$300,000,000  program  for  aAa. 

I  am  deeply  interested  in  the  technical 
service  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  is 
■giving  to  soil-conservation  districts  which 
are  being  organized  by  farmers  in  both 
Republican  and  Democratic  territory. 
Therefore,  gentlemen,  I  propose  in  all 
seriousness — as  an  economy  move  that 
in  the  final  analysis  will  help  anybody  in 
these  entire  United  States — that  a  part 
of  the  amount  we  save  in  AAA  payments 
in  the  future  be  added  to  the  inadequate 
appropriation  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  so  this  hard-working,  non¬ 
political  agency  can  give  to  the  farmers 
of  America  the  technical  help  they  want 
and  need  in  soil-conservation  districts. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]. 

[Mr.  CANNON  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.  ] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Phillips]. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  would  like  to  direct  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Members  of  the  House  to 
the  practical  considerations  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  before  us.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon],  who  preceded 
me,  spoke  very  eloquently  on  behalf  of 
health  programs  for  children.  That 
point,  technically,  is  not  involved.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  anybody  in  this 
House  who  is  opposed  to  school  lunches 
as  such.  When  the  bill  was  first  before 
us  the  problem  was,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  children  themselves,  was  it  better 
for  the  money  to  be  spent  through  a 
Federal  agency  or  was  it  better  for  the 
money  to  be  paid  by  the  States  and 
supervised  by  local  people  and  local 
agencies?  That  point  was  decided.  The 
House  decided  there  should  be  a  Federal 
program  for  school  lunches.  So  that 
problem  is  not  before  us. 

When  the  bill  was  before  us  before,  an¬ 
other  question  raised  was  which  agency 
of  government,  the  Federal  Government 
itself  or  the  State  government,  is  most 
able  to  pay.  Many  of  us,  myself  in¬ 
cluded,  argued,  we  thought  very  earnest¬ 
ly,  that  the  States  were  in  much  better 
financial  shape.  My  own  State,  the 
State  of  California,  has  a  surplus  of 
$450,000,000.  I  look  over  this  room  and 
there  is  not  a  Member  in  this  room  com¬ 
ing  from  a  State  which  does  not  have  a 
surplus  today.  The  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  today  is  $257,000,000,000  in  the 
red.  That  suggestion  did  not  prevail. 
This  House  has  said  that  it  shall  be  paid 
from  State  funds.  So  the  problem  be¬ 
fore  us  now  only  divides  itself  into  three 
parts. 

First  of  all,  what  shall  the  amount  be? 
What  is  the  amount  necessary?  And 
that  is  a  problem  which  I  am  going  to 
try  to  show  you  can  very  easily  be  re¬ 
solved. 

Second,  shall  it  be  paid  from  the  gen¬ 
eral  funds  of  the  Federal  Government 
or  shall  it  be  paid  from  what  is  known 
as  section  32  funds?  I  concur  with  the 
Senate  in  its  belief  that  it  should  be  paid 
from  section  32  funds,  although  it  is  ac¬ 
tually  changing  its  nature  as  a  program. 
It  is  no  longer  a  surplus  program,  but 
a  very  broad  nutritional  program. 

The  third  point  is  whether  payments 
by  the  children  for  their  own  lunches 
shall  be  considered  matching  funds  and 
credited  to  a  State,  to  be  matched  by 
Federal  funds. 

These  are  the  only  three  items  before 
us,  and  they  are  very  practical  items.  I 
am  sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  will 
take  no  offense  if  I  say  something  about 
wliat  went  on  in  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee.  The  very  time  the  conferees  on 
each  side  decided  t6  bring  this  item  back 
In  disagreement,  I  think  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
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sissippi,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota, 
the  gentleman  from  Washington,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  who  are  here, 
will  all  agree  that  the  conferees  were 
just  about  to  come  to  a  decision,  to  come 
to  a  compromise  which,  to  my  mind, 
would  have  been  a  very  satisfactory  com¬ 
promise.  The  money  that  was  spent 
last  year  in  the  program  was  not  $75,000,- 
000,  as  we  are  now  asked  to  appropriate 
this  year,  but  was  $68,000,000.  All  of 
the  money  that  was  put  up  by  the  States 
was  $11,500,000.  To  add  in  all  other  con¬ 
tributions  you  only  get,  as  matching 
funds,  $25,000,000.  On  top  of  that  the 
Federal  Government  spent  $10,000,000 
for  equipment.  That  is  $35,000,000.  So 
I  was  firmly  convinced  when  we  were  in 
conference  that  we  were  going  to  come 
to  a  very  amicable  agreement  at  a  figure 
which  I  think  would  be  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  $60,000,000.  In  my  opinion,  and 
I  think  in  the  opinion  of  the  other  con¬ 
ferees  here,  that  Is  all  that  is  needed  for 
this  program.  As  the  gentleman  from 
Washington  pointed  out,  we  are  running 
ourselves  into  a  very  large  program  if  we 
continue  to  enlarge  this  without  State 
help  and  supervision.  We  are  giving  this 
program  to  a  quarter  of  the  eligible 
schools  today;  so  multiply  by  four  any 
figure  you  set  up. 

There  is  a  discussion  whether  this 
should  be  paid  from,  general  funds  be¬ 
cause  it  is  a  nutritional  program,  or 
whether  it  should  still  be  paid,  as  in  the 
past,  from  section  32  funds. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  two  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  be¬ 
lieve,  and  I  believe  the  conferees  as  a 
whole  believe,  that  this  should  be  paid 
from  section  32  funds. 

The  final  question  is  whethei;  we 
should  continue  taking  the -pennies  of  the 
school  children,  crediting  them  to  a 
State,  and  then  have  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  match  them,  which  to  my  mind 
is  a  double  matching. 

My  poiht,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  that  I  am 
firmly  convinced  that  this  was  on  the 
point  of  amicable  agreement  and  com¬ 
promise.  I  therefore  hope  this  House 
will  vote  down,  will  vote  against  the  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 
and  will  sustain  the  position  of  the  House. 
That  does  hot  settle  the  matter.  It  will 
still  have  to  go  back  to  conference.  I 
am  firmly  convinced  it  was  just  on  the 
point  of  settlement. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  basic  leg¬ 
islation  for  a  school-lunch  program  con¬ 
template  a  gradual  withdrawal  from  the 
field  by  the  Federal  Government  in  that 
we  provide  that  in  future  years  the  States 
will  be  required  to  put  up  a  substantial 
sum  in  addition  to  what  they  are  putting 
up  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The  dif¬ 
ference  is  one  of  theory  against  practice; 
between  those  who  believe  it  should  be 
handled  under  the  State  governments, 
and  those  who  believe  it  should  be  han¬ 
dled  by  the  Federal  Government.  I  have 
been  familiar  with  this  program  for  12 


years.  If  I  had  time  I  could  tell  you 
how  it  works  in  the  different  school  dis¬ 
tricts,  and  I  could  show  you  how  much 
better  it  is  to  have  it  under  State  and 
local  supervision. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Folger]. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  year 
when  we  were  considering  a  deficiency 
for  the  school-lunch  program  a  state¬ 
ment  was  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Jennings]  that  I 
thought  at  that  time  was  probably  the 
most  convincing  statement  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  He  stated  that  he  was  not  willing, 
as  much  as  he  desired  economy  and  re¬ 
duction  of  expenditures,  to  do  this  at 
the  expense  of  the  children  of  America 
in  their  need  for  food. 

I  do  not  think  we  need  to  go  into  so 
many  technicalities  and  questions  as  to 
how  many  dollars  it  will  require  when 
we  come  to  deal  with  a  matter  of  such 
extreme  importance  as  that  which  has 
been  demonstrated  by  experience  in  the 
school-lunch  program  throughout  the 
United  States.  A  few  dollars  or  a  few 
million  dollars  does  not  amount  to  much 
in  comparison  with  the  benefits  to  this 
Nation  that  the  school-lunch  program 
has  afforded,  will  promise  and  certainly 
will  be  realized  in  the  years  that  are  to 
come.  We  did  not  appropriate  enough 
and  we  had  to  come  back  and  ask  a 
deficiency  appropriation  to  carry  on  this 
program  for  2  months  at  a  time  when 
the  schools  were  ready  to  stop  and  cut  off 
the  benefits  that  were  received  under 
this  program  because  of  lack  of  funds 
and  when  the  schools  had  yet  2  months 
to  run. 

I  am  suggesting  this  to  the  House  in 
the  belief  that  we  shall  find,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  has  suggested,  we 
are  going  to  have  a  greater  need  for  this 
program  in  years  to  come,  the  one  im¬ 
mediately  to  come  and  following,  because 
of  the  displacement  of  so  many  of  the 
people  and  the  necessity  for  providing 
this  program  for  a  greater  number  than 
have  taken  advantage  of  it  heretofore. 
It  is  in  its  infancy,  almost.  We  have 
learned  from  year  to  year,  and  we  have 
the  testimony  no  doubt  of  every  school 
teacher  in  the  land,  that  this  is  a  mag¬ 
nificent  program,  that  it  has  done  more 
for  the  benefit  of  the  children  of  this 
country  in  the  schools  than  most  any¬ 
thing  else. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the  House  will 
adopt  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ton  [Mr.  Horan],  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee. 

(Mr.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want 
again  to  refresh  the  memory  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as 
to  the  implications  and  the  potentialities 
in  the  action  of  your  subcommittee  in 
this  matter.  I  resent  the  fact  that  some 
folks  are  Inferring  that  we  are  taking 


bread  away  from  starving  children. 
Nothing  could  be  farther  from  the  truth. 
The  fact  remains  that  there  are  a  little 
over  200,000  schools  eligible  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  United  States.  There  are  a 
few  more  than  50,000  participating  to¬ 
day. 

In  order  to  do  justice  to  the  job  before 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  it  formu¬ 
lated  a  program  by  which  it  can  appro¬ 
priate  with  some  intelligence,  and  we 
sought  to  do  just  that  in  our  action.  Our 
action  lays  this  House  eligible  for  almost 
$200,000,000  in  school  lunches  based  up¬ 
on  four  times  the  $45,000,000  that  we 
sought.  I  beg  of  you  riot  to  consider  this 
in  terms  of  the  amount  in  the  bill  but  in 
terms  of  the  eventual  potentiality  in  this 
and  I  want  you  to  decline  to  call  this 
economizing  at  the  expense  of  our  school 
children.  •  Certainly  our  States  are  roll¬ 
ing  in  surpluses  and  it  might  be  well,  and 
they  should  be  willing,  because  it  is  the 
children  of  their  taxpayers,  to  partici¬ 
pate  up  to  the  hilt  in  any  program  that 
the  Federal  Government  is  willing  to 
supply. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Plannagan]. 

Mr.  PLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
afraid  we  are  going  to  make  another 
great  mistake  here  this  afternoon.  Most 
of  us  believe  in  economy  but  I  believe 
there  are  very  few  Americans  who  be¬ 
lieve  in  economizing  when  it  comes  to 
the  health  of  our  boys  and  girls.  If  you 
could  have  sat  through  the  hearings 
when  we  had  the  school  lunch  program 
up,  you  would  have  heard  Dr.  Parran, 
Surgeon  General  of  the  United  States, 
and  General  Hershey,  head  of  Selective 
Service,  tell  the  tale  of  50  percent  of  the 
boys  of  America,  when  called  to  the 
colors,  being  rejected.  Why?  Because 
of  malnutrition  during  their  youth.  The 
great  doctor  and  General  Hershey  said 
that  in  their  opinion  the  school  lunch 
program  would  do  more  to  improve  the 
health  of  our  boys  and  girls  than  any 
other  program  that  they  knew  of. 

The  program  not  only  gives  them  food, 
but  it  teaches  them  nutrition.  They 
carry  that  message  back  home.  We  find 
that  there  are  thousands  upon  thousands 
of  boys  and  girls  in  America,  whose  par¬ 
ents  are  in  good  circumstances,  who  have 
plenty  of  food,  but  because  they  do  not 
know  the  kind  of  food  that  their  bodies 
require  are  in  Just  about  as  bad  condi¬ 
tion  as  the  boys  and  girls  of  the  poorer 
families. 

This  program  has  succeeded  and  it 
will  continue  to  succeed  if  we  will  let  it 
work.  The  States  will  participate  to  a 
greater  extent  each  year  in  the  program 
until  the  leveling  off  time  comes. 

[Mr.  CCHDLEY  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  once  more  let  me  re¬ 
fresh  the  House  on  the  parliamentary 
situation.  The  motion  of  the  committee 
was  to  insist  on  disagreement  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment.  The  preferential  mo¬ 
tion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]  is  to  recede  and  con¬ 
cur.  If  we  recede  and  concur,  it  simply 
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means  that  we  strike  out  this  language  in 
the  amount  and  also  the  limitation  that 
the  House  placed  on  the  school-lunch 
program.  I  therefore  hope  sincerely 
that  the  House  will  vote  down  the  motion 
to  recede  and  will  stand  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  sustain  the  motion  to  insist. 

There  is  a  reason  for  that.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  well  put  his 
finger  on  it.  It  looks  as  if  we  can  obtain 
an  agreement  on  the  situation,  and  I  am 
confident  that  with  a  minimum  of  dif¬ 
ficulty  we  can  probably  contrive  an 
agreeable  compromise.  That  will  be  in¬ 
finitely  better.  It  will  be  agreeable  to 
them  and  it  must  necessarily  be  agreeable 
to  us;  and  we  are  not  too  hard-bitten 
about  it.  So  I  respectfully  suggest  that 
you  let  us  take  this  back  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  of  conference,  where  I  am  confident 
that  difficulty  can  be  worked  out. 

The  gentleman  from  Washington  has 
put  his  finger  on  one  thing  that  has  ap¬ 
pealed  to  me  greatly,  and  that,  of  course, 
is  the  potentialities.  If  we  are  going  to 
take  the  lid  off  finally,  then  let  us  make 
up  our  minds  that  in  a  few  years  under 
the  impact  of  the  forces  that  are  oper¬ 
ating  at  the  present  time  this  will  go 
to  $300,000,000,  $350,000,000,  or  $400,- 
000,000.  As  Dr.  Ockey,  who  directs^  this 
program,  said,  if  all  the  schools  were' in  it 
would  run  to  $350,000,000  or  $400,000,000 
a  year.  But  there  is  something  more 
than  that.  There  is  a  movement  on  foot 
in  the  country  at  the  present  time  to 
erase  that  so-called  matching  factor  in 
the  basic  law  and  have  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  sustain  a  larger  share  in  this 
program. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  basic  leg¬ 
islation  contemplate  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  making  even  a  smaller  and  smaller 
contribution? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  basic  legislation, 
yes,  but  they  propose  to  get  the  basic 
legislation  amended.  That  is  the  im¬ 
portant  thing. 

Mr.  CCOLEY.  That  is  a  matter  for 
the  House  to  determine. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Certainly,  and  there 
will  be  the  same  pressure  that  we  have 
been  up  against  for  a  long  time.  You 
can  write  it  down  in  the  book  that  that 
gentleman  from  the  American  Federa¬ 
tion  of  Labor  who  said  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  that  it  probably  ought  to  take 
$600,000,000  a  year  will  not  be  very  far 
from  right.  So  I  adjure  you,  then,  to  let 
us  work  this  thing  out  in  a  patient  way 
with  the  conferees  of  the  Senate,'  and 
I  am  certain  that  it  can  be  done. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr, 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  May  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  very  briefiy  to  the  fact 
that  when  we  started  this  program  it 
was  a  surplus  agricultural  commodity 
program,  and  then  it  became  a  little  bit 
wider  and  wider.  The  movement  is  not 
in  the  direction  of  which  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  speaks,  unless  we 
put  some  controls  on  it. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  a  cash  program 
today,  and  there  is  no  requirement  even 
that  abundant  foods  must  be  used.  I 
saw  the  statement  on  a  school  in  the 
State  of  Oregon  or  Washington  the 
other  day.  The  total  sum  was  $1,200. 
That  was  the  amount  of  the  check  that 
was  sent  as  reimbursement  to  the  school. 
If  I  remember  the  figures  correctly,  the 
abundant  foods  for  a  month  totaled  just 
about  $45.  It  is  a  cash  program.  But 
notwithstanding  that  fact,  we  will  work 
it  out.  That  is  not  in  issue.  The 
House  approved  it  and  the  Senate  ap¬ 
proved  it,  so  the  question  is  how  much 
and  under  what  conditions.  So  I  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  preferential  motion  be 
voted,  down  and  that  the  motion  to  in¬ 
sist  on  our  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment  be  sustained. 

Mr.  OWENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  O'WENS.  If  certain  Members  of 
this  body  and  Members  of  the  other 
body  continue  to  reject  the  reduction  of 
taxes  and  insist  on  spending  money  in 
this  way,  just  what  is  going  to  happen 
to  the  backbone  of  this  Nation? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  would  not  know. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
been  appropriating  millions  upon  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  for  agriculture  to  help 
our  farmers  to  raise  abundant  crops  and 
still  more  crops.  We  have  even  appro¬ 
priated  money  for  fertilizer  to  help  the 
farmers  raise  greater  crops.  Personally, 
I  am  of  the  opinion,  as  I  said  once  before, 
that  the  most  valuable  crop  we  have  in 
our  country  is  our  children,  and  we 
should  not  hesitate  to  appropriate  at 
least  a  small  portion  of  the  amount  that 
we  have  appropriated  for  agriculture 
year  in  and  year  out. 

I  have  voted  for  millions  of  dollars  to 
help  agriculture,  so  I  appeal  to  you,  in 
view  of  the  ever-increasing  cost  of  milk 
and  other  things  that  are  needed  by  our 
children,  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr, 
Cannon].  I  feel  it  is  in  the  right  direc¬ 
tion.  We  can  well  afford  to  appropriate 
these  few  additional  millions  for  such  a 
noble  and  deserving  cause. 

The  constantly  increasing  prices  of 
milk,  butter,  eggs,  and  every  other  item 
that  goes  into  this  worth-while  program 
for  better  health  make  this  small  addi¬ 
tional  appropriation  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary,  and  I  hope  that,  without  regard  to 
politics.  Members  who  have  the  interest 
of  our  children  at  heart  and  who  believe 
they  are  entitled  to  a  diet  which  will 
guard  them  against  illness  and  malnutri¬ 
tion,  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Flannagan]  pointed  out,  will  sup¬ 
port  this  amendment,  which  adds  only 
3  or  4  percent  of  what  we  have  appro¬ 
priated  for  agricultural  use. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver], 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]  will  be  agreed  to 
We  should  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that 


in  the  last  Congress  this  school-lunch 
program  was  given  sanction — a  program 
of  aid  was  written  into  that  measure. 
During  the  first  year  the  States  matched 
Federal  aid  dollar  for  dollar,  during  the 
second  year  State  participation  is  in¬ 
creased  to  one  and  a  half  dollars,  and 
the  third  year  and  thereafter  the  States 
put  up  $2  for  each  dollar  put  into  the 
program  by  the  Federal  Government. 
Plans  have  been  made  by  the  States  based 
upon  a  $75,000,000  appropriation. 

This  is  not  a  gift.  It  is  a  marvelous 
investment.  What  could  be  of  greater 
benefit  to  the  Nation  than  an  assurance 
of  at  least  one  hot  meal  for  every  school 
child  in  the  Nation.  I  think  it  is  a 
great  program — Congress  has  made  a 
decision  to  that  effect.  Let  us  not  stint 
the  program.  In  the  interest  of  the 
health  of  our  children,  let  us  agree  to 
the  motion  and  appropriate  an  addi¬ 
tional  $30,000,000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Murdock]. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 
and  other  gentlemen  have  very  well  ex¬ 
pressed  the  need  for  a  nutritional  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  great  bulk  of  our  children  in 
the  public  schools.  It  is  possible  to  have 
undernourishment  and  an  abundance  of 
certain  kinds  of  food  at  the  same  time. 
It  is  scientifically  true  that  children  may. 
be  undergoing  a  degree  of  starvation 
even  on  the  American  farms  where  tables 
are  groaning  with  good  things  to  eat — 
but  which  is  not  in  all  respects  the  right 
kind  of  food.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  dis¬ 
cuss  that,  for  it  requires  scientific 
knowledge  that  I  do  not  possess. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  the  arguments  of 
the  gentlemen  on  the  committee  and 
among  the  House  conferees  have  over¬ 
looked  some  tragic  facts  concerning  so 
many  American  families  today.  By 
their  words  some  of  them  have  implied 
that  the  average  American  family  is  well 
enough  off  to  furnish  the  children  of  that 
family  all  their  food  requirement.  Such 
may  be  true  of  many,  many  American 
families,  and  for  that  fact  we  are  thank¬ 
ful — but  the  opposite  is  also  true.  There 
are  many  thousands  of  American  fam¬ 
ilies  unable  to  provide  at  home  sufficient 
nourishing  food  for  the  children  of  those 
families.  And  that  is  especially  true  of 
our  displaced  families,  for  let  it  be  un¬ 
derstood  that  there  are  displaced  per¬ 
sons  in  the  United  States  just  as  there 
are  displaced  persons  in  Europe.  This 
is  true  not  quite  for  the  same  reasons, 
but  perhaps  to  a  greater  extent  than  in 
Europe. 

Surely  we  all  recall  the  tragic  circum¬ 
stances  that  set  so  many  families  on  the 
road  a  decade  ago,  seeking  new  work  op¬ 
portunities  and  homes  in  the  West.  Some 
of  these  were  victims  of  unfriendly  na¬ 
ture  in  the  Dust  Bowl.  Others  were  vic¬ 
tims  of  economic  changes  in  ^American 
farm  life.  But  we  know  that  in  the  last 
preceding  decade  hundreds  of  thousands 
clogged  our  highways,  moving  West.  Un¬ 
doubtedly  all  of  us  have  heard  of  the 
Grapes  of  Wrath,  and  some  of  us  have 
seen  the  poverty-stricken  humanity 
covered  by  that  term.  In  the  Pacific 
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Southwest  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
families  sought  to  take  root  and  establish 
themselves  in  the  decade  of  the  thirties, 
and  to  the  childi-en  of  such  families  hot 
school  lunches  were  a  salvation. 

We  thought  that  the  type  of  persons 
covered  by  the  expression  Grapes  of 
Wrath  were  ceasing  to  be  prominent 
on  the  American  scene,  and  now  we  hear 
the  term  used  again  with  a  slightly  dif¬ 
ferent  connotation.  Today  there  are 
poverty-stricken  families,  not  of  migra¬ 
tory  farm  labor,  but  of  migratory  war 
workers.  They  linger  on  in  the  com¬ 
munities  where  they  made  perhaps  good 
wages  in  war  work  a  few  years  ago,  but 
their  savings  have  vanished  and  the 
schools  in  many  communities  are  crowd¬ 
ed  with  the  children  of  these  families 
who  have  not  been  in  their  present  loca¬ 
tion  a  half-dozen  years.  It  is  the  children 
of  these  families  to  which  the  hot  school 
lunches  should  be  supplied  and  would  be 
as  helpful  as  they  were  a  few  years  ago 
when  furnished  to  the  migratory  farm 
families.  Gentlemen,  this  problem  Is  in¬ 
creasing  rather  than  decreasing,  and  we 
must  not  blind  ourselves  to  that  fact. 

Mr-  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Pltimley]. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  doubt 
if  it  is  necessary  for  me  as  a  member  of 
this  subcommitteee  to  say  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  that  this  Subcommittee 
on  Appropriations  for  Agriculture  is  back 
of  its  chairman  100  percent.  No  man  on 
that  committee  is  opposed  to  the  school- 
lunch  program  as  such.  Every  man 
on  that  committee  goes  with  the  chair¬ 
man  if  we  are  sent  back  to  conference 
with  the  idea  of  making  a  fair  compro¬ 
mise  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  House 
to  save  wasteful  expenditure  of  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money  so  apparent  as  made  by 
the  testimony  before  our  committee. 
Those  who  need  the  money  least  have 
profited  at  the  expense  of  those  who 
can  least  afford  to  pay — country-wide. 
To  accept  the  Senator’s  figures  is  to  en¬ 
courage  the  profligate  spending  of  money 
for  a  class  which  should  pay  the  lunch 
bills  of  its  own  children. 

A  reasonable  expenditure,  federally, 
plus  State  cooperation,  plus  a  reasonable 
sense  of  personal  responsibility,  will  solve 
a  problem  which  should  not  become  an 
annual  billion-dollar  burden  on  those 
least  able  to  bear  it.  We  can  reach  a 
fair  compromise  if  we  are  given  that  op¬ 
portunity  and  carry  on  the  program  as  it 
should  be  operated. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]  to  recede  and  con¬ 
cur. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  noes  ap¬ 
peared  to  have  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of  or¬ 
der  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
eighteen  Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 


Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  181,  nays  195,  answered 
“present”  1,  not  voting  53,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  121] 


YEAS— 181 


Abernethy 

Flannagan 

MiUs 

Albert 

Fogarty 

Monroney 

Allen,  La. 

Folger 

Morgan 

Andersen, 

Forand 

Morris 

H.  Carl 

Gary 

Morrison 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Gathings 

Murdock 

Angell 

Gordon 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Bakewell 

Gore 

Murray,  Wis, 

Barden 

Gorskl 

Norton 

Bates,  Ky. 

Granger 

O’Brien 

Battle 

Grant,  Ala. 

O'KonSkl 

Beckworth 

Gregory 

O’Toole 

Blatnik 

Hagen 

Pace 

Boggs,  La. 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Passman 

Bolton 

Harris 

Peden 

Boykin 

Harrison 

Peterson 

Brehm 

Hart 

Philbin 

Brooks 

Havenner 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Brophy 

Hedrick 

Pickett 

Brown,  Ga. 

Hendricks 

Poage 

Bryson 

Hobbs 

Potts 

Buchanan 

Hoeven 

Poulson 

Bulwinkle 

Holifield 

Preston 

Burleson 

Huber 

Price,  Fla. 

Busbey . 

Hull 

Price.  HI. 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Priest 

Camp 

Jarman 

Rabin 

Cannon 

Javlts 

Rains 

Carroll 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Rankin 

Chelf 

Jones,  Ala. 

Rayburn 

Clark 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Rayfiel 

Combs 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Redden 

Cooley 

Kearney 

Richards 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Corbett 

Kennedy 

Rohrbough 

Courtney 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Rooney 

Cox 

Kllday 

Sabath 

Cravens 

King 

Sadowskl 

Crosser 

Lane 

Sasscer 

Cunningham 

Lanham 

Sikes 

Davis,  Ga. 

Larcade 

Smathers 

Davis,  Tenn. 

LeCompte 

Snyder 

Davis,  Wis. 

Lemke 

Somers 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Leslnskl 

Spence 

Deane 

Lewis 

Stevenson 

Delaney 

Lusk 

Stigler 

Dolliver 

Lyle 

Talle 

Domengeaux 

Lynch 

Teague 

Donohue 

McCormack 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Dorn 

McDonough 

Trimble 

Dough  ton 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Welch 

Douglas 

Madden 

Wheeler 

Drewry 

Mahon 

Whitten 

Durham 

Manasco 

Whittington 

Eberharter 

Mansfield, 

WUliams 

Elliott 

Marcantonlo 

Winstead 

Engle.  Calif. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Wolverton  - 

Evins 

Meade,  Ky. 

Wood 

Fallon 

Meade,  Md. 

Worley 

Felghan 

Merrow 

Zimmerman 

Fernandez 

Miller,  Calif. 

NAYS— 195 

Allen.  Calif. 

Carson 

Fellows 

Allen,  Ill. 

Case.  N.  J. 

Fenton 

Almond 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Fisher 

Anderson,  Calif.  Chadwick  - 

Fletcher 

Andresen, 

Chenoweth 

Foote 

August  H. 

Chlperfield 

Gamble 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Church 

Gavin 

Arends 

Clason 

Gillette 

Arnold 

Clevenger 

Gillie 

Auchincloss 

Clippinger 

Goff 

Banta 

Coffin 

Goodwin 

Barrett 

Cole,  Kans. 

Gossett 

Bates,  Mass. 

cole,  N.  Y. 

Graham 

Beall 

Cotton 

Grant,  Ind. 

Bell 

Coudert 

Grifliths 

Bender 

Crawford 

Gross 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Crow 

Gwlnn,  N.  Y. 

Bishop 

Cur-tls 

Hale 

Blackney 

Dague 

HaU, 

Boggs,  Del. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Leonard  W. 

Bradley 

Devitt 

Halleck 

Bramblett 

D’Ewart 

Hand 

Brown,  Ohio 

Dirksen 

Harness,  Ind. 

Buck 

Dondero 

Herter 

Buffett 

Ellis 

Heselton 

Burke 

Ellswortb 

Hess 

Butler 

Elsaessei- 

Hill 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Elston 

Hinshaw 

Canfield 

Engel,  Mich, 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Maloney 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Hope 

Mathews 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Horan 

Meyer 

Scobllck 

Jackson,  Calif.  JMichener 

Scott,  Hardle 

Jenlson 

Miller,  Conn.  . 

Scott, 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Miller,  Md. 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Miller,  Nf  br. 

Scrivner 

Jennings 

Mitchell 

Seely-Brown 

Jensen  ' 

Morton 

Shafer 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Muhlenberg 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Mundt 

Slmijson,  Pa. 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Nixon 

Smith,  Kans. 

Jones,  Ohio 

Nodar 

Smith,  Maine 

Jonkman 

Norblad 

Smith,- Wis. 

Judd 

O’Hara 

Springer 

Kean 

Owens 

Stanley 

Kearns 

Phillips.  Calif. 

Stefan 

Keating 

Ploeser 

Stockman 

Keefe 

Plumley 

Taber 

Kilburn 

Ramey 

Taylor 

Knutson 

Reed,  Ill. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Kunkel 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Tlbbott 

Landis 

Rees 

Tollefson 

Latham 

Reeves 

Towe 

LeFevre 

Rich 

Twyman 

Lodge 

Rlehlpian 

Vail 

Love 

Rizley 

Van  Zandt 

Lucas 

Robertson 

Vorys 

McConnell 

Robsion 

Vursell 

McDowell 

Rockwell 

Wadsworth 

McGarvey 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Welchel 

McGregor 

Ross 

Wlgglesworth 

McMahon 

Bussell 

Wilson,  Ind. 

McMlllen,  Ill. 

Sadlak 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Mack 

St.  George 

Wolcott 

MacKinnon 

Sanborn 

Woodruff 

Macy 

Sarbacher 

Youngblood 

ANSWERED  "PRESENT”— 1 


Patterson 


NOT  VOTING— 63 


Bennett,  Mich, 

Hall, 

McCowen 

Bland 

Edwin  Arthur  Mason 

Bloom 

Hardy 

Norrell 

Bonner 

Hartley 

Patman 

Buckley 

"Hays 

Pfeifer 

Celler 

Hebert 

Powell 

Chapman 

Heffernan 

Riley 

Clements 

Howell 

Rivers 

Cole,  Mo. 

■Johnson,  Tex. 

Sheppard 

Colmer 

Jones,  Wash. 

Short 

Dingell 

Kee 

Smith,  Ohio 

Eaton 

Kelley 

Smith,  Va. 

Fuller 

Keogh 

Stratton 

Fulton 

Kerr 

Sundstrom 

Gallagher 

Kirwan 

Thomason 

Gearhart 

Klein 

Vinson 

Gifford 

Lea 

Walter 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Ludlow 

West 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk 

announced 

the  following 

pairs : 

On  this  vote: 


Mr.  Patterson  for,  with  Mr.  Gifford  against. 

Mr.  Stratton  for,  with  Mi-.  Howell  against. 

Additional  general  pairs: 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  with  Mr.  Klein. 

Mr.  Hartley  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  McCowen  with  Mr.  Hebert. 

Mr.  Short  with  Mr.  Keogh 

Mr.  Cole  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Walter. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Celler. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Dingell. 

Mr.  Mason  with  Mr.  Pfeifer. 

Mr.  Sundstrom  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mr.  Eaton  with  Mr.  Hays. 

Mr.  Gearhart  with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  Fulton  with  Mr.  Clements. 

Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Puller  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Mr.  Gallagher  with  Mr.  Bonner. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Heffer- 
nan. 

Mr.  Arnold,  Mr.  Banta,  Mr.  Michener, 
Mr.  Ramey,  Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana,  and 
Mr.  Kearns  changed  their  votes  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

Ml-.  Pickett  changed  his  vote  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

Mr.  PATTERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  a  live  pair  with  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  Mr.  Gifford.  If  he  were 
present,  he  would  vote  “nay.”  I  voted 
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"yea.”  I  withdraw  my  vote  and  answer 
"present.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view 
of  the  vote  just  taken,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  we  consider  amendment  No. 
59,  which  is  related  thereto.  It  should 
have  been  considered  in  connectiop  with 
the  other  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  59:  Page  81,  line  12,  In¬ 
sert: 

“To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
of  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  there  is 
hereby  made  available  $75,000,000  of  the 
funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
by  section  32  of  the  act  approved  August  24, 
1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ) ,  such  amount  to  be 
without  regard  to  the  25  percent  limitation 
contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  ex¬ 
clusive  of  funds  expended  ifi  accordance  with 
the  last  sentence  of  section  9  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act.’’ 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  Senate  amendment  No.  59. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  only 
other  controversial  amendment  is  the 
one  relating  to  farm-tenant  loans,  which 
comes  next.  I  trust  we  can  hold  down 
the  discussion  and  dispose  of  it  very 
quickly. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  50:  Page  67,  line  1,  strike 
out  “For  loans  under”  and  insert  “Title  I 
and  section  43,  $20,000,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  50. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Mmion]. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  farmers  of  America  should 
not  be  treated  on  a  partisan  basis  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  It  Is 
impossible  for  us  to  keep  some  partisan¬ 
ship  from  creeping  in,  but  I  believe  that 
this  is  an  amendment  in  which  we  should 
have  a  minimum  of  partisan  considera¬ 
tion.  After  all,  this  will  be  more  or  less 
removed  from  partisan  consideration  be¬ 
cause  it  is  almost  100  percent  a  matter 
of  undertaking  to  help  the  veterans  of 
this  country  who  yearn  for  the  land,  to 
get  a  foothold  on  the  land. 

It  is  called  a  farm-tenant-program 
amendment,  but  basically  it  is  for  the 


veterans  who  are  seeking  to  acquire  farm 
homes.  Local  committees  work  with 
these  veterans  in  selecting  the  farms 
and  undertaking  to  see  to  it  that  the 
veteran  gets  value  received.  I  know  of 
many  cases  where  veterans  have  been 
disappointed  because  those  committees 
who  look  after  this  program  have  not 
been  willing  to  approve  certain  high- 
priced  farm  purchases. 

The  object  of  this  program  is  to  enable 
the  veteran  to  purchase  the  land  upon  a 
long-time  income  basis,  upon  such  a  basis 
that  he  may  be  reasonably  assured  of 
paying  for  it  in  the  future.  The  farm- 
tenant  program  has  been  very  successful. 
This  is  not  a  grant,  this  is  not  money  out 
of  the  Treasury  that  will  not  be  re¬ 
turned,  this  is  simply  saying  that  at  a 
time  when  we  are  giving  away  millions 
of  dollars  overseas  to  help  others,  some 
of  whom  fought  against  out  veterans  in 
many  cases,  that  we  will  give  the  veteran 
a  chance  to  borrow  money  from  his  Gov¬ 
ernment  under  a  program  that  has  been 
financially  sound  in  the  past  and  un¬ 
doubtedly  will  be  sound  in  the  future, 
because  it  is  well  supervised  by  one  of  the 
best  administrators  in  the  Government. 

I  have  the  Senate  hearings  here,  and 
as  I  looked  through  them  I  noticed  where 
the  Farm  Bureau  spoke  in  behalf  of  this 
$20,000,000  for  veteran  loans  for  farm 
homes.  I  looked  further  and  found  that 
the  Grange  said  that  it  was  strongly  in 
favor  of  the  continuation  of  this  pro¬ 
gram.  To  go  in  and  out  of  a  long-term 
loan  program,  to  go  out  in  good  times, 
and  to  go  in  in  bad  times  does  not  make 
sense.  You  cannot  close  up  a  bank  today, 
open  it  tomorrow,  close  it  next  week,  and 
open  it  the  following  week.  To  have  a 
business  of  this  kind  operate  successfully 
it  has  to  be  a  continuing  program. 

This  item  will  not  enable  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  people  to  get  loans  and  buy  farms, 
but  it  will  help  a  few.  It  means,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  he  will  not  just  slam  the 
door  and  say:  “No  loans,  no  homes  for 
veterans  on  the  farms  under  this  pro¬ 
gram.”  Loan  applications  are  coming  in 
at  the  rate  of  3,000  a  month.  There  are 
about  40,000  veteran  applications  pend¬ 
ing,  so  I  am  told.  That  is  the  reason  I 
say  I  hope  this  program  will  be  con¬ 
tinued. 

When  I  looked  to  see  what  the  Farm 
Bureau  said  and  what  the  Grange  said 
about  the  program  I  also  looked  to  see 
what  the  veterans  said.  The  veterans 
came  before  the  committee  and  advo¬ 
cated  continuation  of  the  farm-tenant 
purchase  program.  A  spokesman  for  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  told  the  com¬ 
mittee,  “We  want  this  program  con¬ 
tinued.”  With  reference  to  present  high 
land  prices,  the  spokesman  for  the  VFW 
said: 

Our  organization.  Senator,  incidentally,  is 
wholeheartedly  in  agreement  with  your  belief 
that  now  is  the  time  to  carefully  watch  every 
purchase. 

Certainly  we  do  not  want  to  have  sad¬ 
dled  upon  the  veteran  a  farm  which  he 
cannot  pay  for.  He  is  not  going  to  have 
such  an  arrangement  saddled  upon  him 
because  the  program  is  well  administered 
and  it  is  admitted  by  all  that  care  must 
be  used.  So  I  think  we  should  go  along 
with  all  the  farm  organizations  and  all 
the  veterans’  organizations  and  all  the 


other  such  organizations  in  continuing 
this  program  in  a  modest  way.  Later  it 
must  be  greatly  expanded. 

The  President  asked  for  only  $35,000,- 
000.  The  bill  now  provides  only  $20,- 
000,000.  It  is  not  much,  but  it  keeps  the 
door  open.  I  urge  the  House  to  continue 
the  farm-tenant  purchase  program. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
the  House  committee  originally  consid¬ 
ered  this  bill  it  provided  ample  funds  for 
the  continuation  of  purchases  under  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Tenant  Purchase  Act. 
Ten  days  after  we  had  completed  those 
hearings  the  committee  was  called  back 
into  session  and  these  funds  were 
stricken  out.  The  Senate  has  restored 
$20,000,000  of  those  funds. 

In  considering  this  amendment  I  want 
to  point  out  one  or  two  things  that  I 
think  merit  your  attention.  Many  say 
that  the  veteran  should  avail  himself 
of  the  loan  provisions  of  the  GI  bill. 
That  may  have  been  true  at  one  time  but 
we  recently  saw  in  the  extension  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act 
that  that  bank  was  prohibited  from  un¬ 
derwriting  loans  for  the  purchase  of  vet¬ 
erans’  farms.  You  are  going  to  see  now 
that  your  local  banks  will  not  approve 
purchases  under  the  GI  bill  since  the 
RFC  will  not  accept  their  paper  and  can¬ 
not  under  the  present  law.  It  will  leave 
the  veteran  where  he  has  no  place  to 
turn  for  the  purpose  of  borrowing  money 
to  purchase  a  farm. 

You  are  going  to  hear,  when  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  committee 
speaks  to  you,  that  the  President  came 
out  and  said  that  the  prices  are  Inflated 
and  now  is  no  time  to  buy  land. 
Granted  that  land  values  are  inflated, 
the  law  protects  the  veteran  because  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  cannot 
approve  a  loan  for  a  farm  at  any  value 
greater  than  the  normal  value,  based 
upon  the  income  for  a  reasonable  period 
of'  years.  You  may  say,  “Well,  they  will 
not  be  able  to  buy  many  farms  under 
this  program.”  That  is  perhaps  true, 
but  it  is  really  the  desire  of  each  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress — I  think  it  is  not  only 
your  desire  but  is  your  duty — to  provide 
these  .funds  so  that  the  veterans  may 
have  some  place  to  obtain  a  loan  so  that 
they  may  become  self-supporting  and 
own  a  farm  home  on  a  workable  basis. 
After  all,  the  recent  GI  bill  will  not  work 
any  longer  so  far  as  veterans  purchasing 
a  farm  is  concerned  because  this  Congress 
changed  the  law  with  reference  to  the 
RFC  not  less  than  2  weeks  ago.  You 
said  that  the  RFC  cannot  underwrite  a 
GI  loan  for  that  purchase,  and  having 
done  that,  since  the  law  protects  the  vet¬ 
eran  and  will  not  permit  him  to  buy  a 
farm  at  more  than  it  is  worth,  by  all 
means  this  Congress,  both  Republicans 
and  Democrats  alike,  should  now  pro¬ 
vide  these  funds  so  that  in  those  cases 
where  the  land  can  be  found  the  veteran 
may  be  enabled  to  buy  and  own  a  farm. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley] . 
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Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
brief  time  at  my  disposal,  it  will  not  be 
possible  for  me  to  discuss  fully  the  merits 
of  the  tenant-purchase  program  of  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration,  I  frankly 
believe  that  every  Member  of  this  House 
realizes  that  the  Tenant  Purchase  Pro¬ 
gram  is  by  far  the  best  part  of  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  and  that  ■ 
it  was  for  many  years  the  best  part  pf 
the  Farm  Security  Administration. 
While  I  realize  that  the  hour  is  late  and 
that  the  House  is  anxious  to  take  final 
action  on  the  matto  now  before  us,  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  should  be  in  such  a 
great  hurry  that  we  fail  to  appreciate 
the  importance  of  this  particular  matter. 
Certainly  this  is  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  appropriations  which  this  Con¬ 
gress  will  make,  insofar  as  appropria¬ 
tions  will  affect  the  welfare,  happiness, 
and  security  of  the  humble  tenant 
farmers  of  the  country  who  desire  to  pur¬ 
chase  and  to  own  a  farm  home.  It  is 
also  important  to  veterans  who  are 
anxious  to  acquire  farms  and  to  establish 
their  homes  in  the  country.  The  one 
outstanding  virtue  of  the  tenant-pur¬ 
chase  program  is  that  it  provided,  for 
the  first  time,  an  opportunity  for  an 
humble  tenant  farmer  to  enjoy  the  pride 
of  ownership.  Under  this  particular 
program  thousands  of  citizens  have  been 
given  an  opportunity  to  start  on  the  road 
to  home  ownership.  But  for  this  very 
worth-while  program,  many  of  these- 
good  citizens  would  have  in  all  probabil¬ 
ity  remained  tenants  for  the  rest  of  their 
natural  lives.  This  is  one  program  that 
speaks  for  itself.  In  every  agricultural 
county  in  America  you  will  find  happy 
farmers  living  on  their  own  farms,  farms 
which  they  were  able  to  purchase  and  to 
own  because  of  the  aid  and  assistance 
made  possible  by  acts  of  Congress  in 
which  all  of  us  take  great  pride.  This  is 
not  a  subsidy  to  the  underprivileged;  this 
is  not  a  gift  of  Federal  funds;  it  is  a 
sound  investment — an  investment  made 
upon  normal  land  values  and  to  indi¬ 
viduals  worthy  of  the  credit  of  their  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Even  the  opponents  of  the  ap¬ 
propriations,  which  we  seek  in  behalf 
of  the  tenant-purchase  program,  must 
confess  that  the  program  has  been  prop¬ 
erly  administered  and  that  the  collec¬ 
tion  record  has  been  excellent  and  has 
far  exceeded  all  expectations. 

The  effect  of  the  action  of  our  honor¬ 
able  committee  in  holding  out  against 
providing  funds  for  the  tenant-purchase 
program  is  to  completely  and  utterly 
destroy  the  program  and  to  deprive  the 
humble  tenant  farmers  of  America  of 
an  opportunity  to  become  home  owners. 

I  want  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
fact  that  the  subcommittee,  headed  by 
the  distinguished  and  honorable  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois,  first  took  favorable 
action  upon  this  particular  appropriation 
and  recommended  that  the  sum  of  $25,- 
000,000  be  appropriated  for  the  tenant- 
purchase  program.  After'  the  commit¬ 
tee  had  filed  its  report  the  committee  was 
advised  by  press  reports  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  had  requested  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  call  a  conference  of  the 
officials  of  private  lending  agencies  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  inflation  in 
land  values.  The  committee,  taking  this 


as  its  cue,  again  went  into  a  huddle  and 
struck  out  the  $25,000,000  and  attempted 
to  justify  its  action  by  the  statement 
that  they  were  attempting  to  strengthen 
the  President’s  arm  in  an  effort  to  con¬ 
trol  inflation  in  farm  land  values. 
Gov.  Ivy  Duggan,  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  is  directly  responsible 
for  all  of  this.  But  for  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Ruggan  suggested  to  the  President  that 
he  request  the  Secretary  to  call  the  con¬ 
ference,  $25,000,000  would  certainly  have 
been  provided  for  the  tenant-purchase 
program.  You  will  perhaps  recall  that 
when  this  matter  was  before  the  House 
some  time  ago,  I  placed  in  the  Record 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  which  clearly  indicated  that  neither 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  nor  the 
President  intended  in  any  way  to  reflect 
upon  the  tenant-purchase  program  or  to 
suggest  that  it  should  be  curtailed  below 
the  budget  recommendation  of  $35,- 
000,000.  But  the  damage  had  been  done. 

If  the  conference  was  of  such  great  im-  • 
portance,  it  certainly  appears  that  Con¬ 
gress  should  have  been  advised  concern¬ 
ing  the  results  of  the  deliberations  of 
those  who  assembled  in  Washington  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  the  important 
subject  of  inflation  in  land  values.  Does 
any  Member  of  this  House  know  any¬ 
thing  at  all  about  the  conclusions  of 
those  who  conferred?  The  conference 
was  called  in  Washington  and  I  under¬ 
stand  was  attended  by  approximately 
100  officials  of  private  lending  agencies 
such  as  insurance  companies  and  bank¬ 
ing  institutions.  While  I  do  not  know 
much  about  the  conference  and  know 
absolutely  nothing  about  the  conclusions 
reached,  I  do  know  one  thing  that 
happened  at  this  great  nationai  con¬ 
ference  which  was  considered  of  such 
great  importance.  At  the  very  first 
meeting  of  the  conference,  according  to 
press  reports,  the  officials  of  private 
lending  agencies  who  had  been  invited 
here  to  attend  the  conference  took  Gov¬ 
ernor  Duggan  to  task.  They  knew  about 
his  inconsistent  position  with  regard  to 
loans  to  farmers.  They  knew  that  while 
he  was  urging  private  lending  agencies 
to  be  more  cautious  in  making  loans 
upon  farm  lands  and  urging  private 
companies  to  bear  down  on  farm  loans, 
he  was  at  the  same  time  appearing  be¬ 
fore  the  House  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  urging  that  committee  to  favorably 
report  legislation  which  would  authorize 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration  to  make 
more  liberal  loans  to  farmers  at  the  same 
time  and  in  the  same  market.  Ap- 
par^ently  when  the  conference  became  a 
little  to  hot  for  Duggan,  he  asked  that 
the  doors  be  closed.  So  far  as  I  know, 
the  doors  were  closed.  The  press  was  di¬ 
rected  to  leave  the  conference  and  to  this 
feood  day  not  a  Member  of  this  House 
knows  what  resulted  in  the  dugout  be¬ 
hind  the  closed  doors  with  Duggan  and 
the  conferees.  Nothing  has  appeared  in 
the  press,  nor  have  we  heard  over  the 
radio  about  the  achievements  of  this 
great  national  conference  on  inflated 
land  values.  The  sad  fact  remains,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  calling  of  the  conference 
resulted  in  the  striking  out  of  all  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  farm  tenant  purchase 
program.  This  Is  not  just  fiction;  it  Is  a 
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fact  based  upon  the  printed  ‘report  filed 
by  the  subcommittee. 

Even  though  the  conference  ended  in 
failure,  the  effect  of  it  has  been  devastat¬ 
ing  to  the  hopes  and  amt)itions  of  the 
thousands  of  young  men  who  are  anx¬ 
ious  to  purchase  and  to  own  a  farm  home 
in  this  country  of  ours.  I  am  pleading 
with  you  Republicans  and  Democrats 
alike  to  save  this  program.  If  this  sub¬ 
committee  has  its  way,  the  program  wiil 
be  permanently  destroyed.  Even  if  we 
end  up  with  only  twelve  or  fifteen  million 
dollars  and  earmark  every  part  of  it  for 
returning  veterans,  it  wili  certainly  be 
better  than  writing  the  entire  program 
off  the  books  at  this  time.  My  recollec¬ 
tion  is  that  in  excess  of  49,000  veterans 
back  in  your  district  and  in  mine  have  ap¬ 
plied  for  loans  and  are  anxious  for  the  aid 
which  this  appropriation  wiU  make  avail¬ 
able.  I  h9pe,  therefore,  that  the  House 
will  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment  which  will  assure  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  program  which  after  all 
is  but  a  modest  effort  to  solve  a  great 
problem — the  problem  of  farm  tenancy, 
which  has  for  so  long  been  a  curse  upon 
American  agriculture.  Even  if  we  pro¬ 
vided  10  times  $20,000,000  for  this  worthy 
purpose,  I  would  still  say  that  it  is  a 
sound  investment — an  investment  which 
will  pay  great  dividends  in  the  days  to 
come. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Murray]. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  is  a  very  serious  proposal. 
I  realize  that  $20,000,000  would  not  buy 
one  farm  per  county  in  the  United  States. 
I  realize  that  over  all  these  years  if  we 
are  really  going  to  make  any  progress, 
we  must  have  more  adequate  funds  in 
order  to  solve  the  problem  that  is  to  be 
solved.  In  the  past  we  have  had  prob¬ 
ably  10  percent  of  these  loans  in  one 
State  and  40  percent  in  three  States. 
The  time  has  come,  I  think,  when  we 
ought  to  have  a  better  distribution  of 
the  loans  that  are  made,  and  I  just  hope 
that  we  can  continue  this  type  of  loan 
until  a  broader  approach  to  the  problem 
is  possible.  It  is  hoped  the  Committee 
on  Veterans’  Affairs  wiii  pass  legislation 
like  the  Cunningham  bill  with  sufficient 
funds  to  go  ahead  and  really  give  the 
people  that  fought  this  war  a  little  piece 
of  America  that  they  are  entitled  to  ob¬ 
tain.  I  shall  vote  for  this  amendment 
in  the  hopes  that  much-needed  legisla¬ 
tion  will  be  passed  to  implement  this 
meager  appropriation. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
money  is  not  for  a  gift;  it  is  not  for  a 
subsidy.  It  is  for  interest-bearing  loans 
to  give  to  tenant  farmers  an  opportunity 
to  begin  to  make  himself  a  part  of  this 
Nation  and  to  anchor  on  a  farm.  It  is 
not  the  home  owners  or  the  farm  owners 
of  this  country  that  bring  about  the 
emergencies  and  cause,  the  trouble.  It 
is  the  floating  population,  and  every  time 
you  can  make  a  man  the  owner  of  a 
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home  or  a  farmer  the  owner  of  a  farm, 
he  is  thereby  becoming  a  stockholder  in 
his  Government  and  is  a  substantial  cit¬ 
izen,  and  with  that  class  of  folks  we 
have  a  minimum  amount  of  trouble.  Let 
us  continue  to  help  those  who  want  to 
help  themselves.  I  think  it  is  sound 
economy  and  a  good  insurance  policy  for 
our  form  of  government. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  B  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker I  take  this  time  in  order 
to  make  sure  that  the  Members  correctly 
appraise  the  parliamentary  situation. 
The  committee  has  moved  that  we  Insist 
upon  our  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment.  A  preferential  motion  has 
been  made  to  recede  and  concur,  so  the 
vote  will  come  on  the  preferential  mo¬ 
tion,  and  I  trust  the  preferential  motion 
to  recede  and  concur  will  be  voted  down. 

Now,  the  question  here  is  not  whether 
there  is  going  to  be  some  money  for  farm 
tenant  purchase  loans  or  no  money,  be¬ 
cause  I  think  the  conferees  are  pretty 
well  agreed  that  they  are  going  to  get 
some  funds  for  this.  It  is  just  a  question 
of  how  much.  If  we  take  this  back  to 
conference  I  am  very  confident,  of  course, 
that  we  can  contrive  a  very  good  solu¬ 
tion.  But,  when  the  proposition  was 
made  to  the  House  conferees  and  they 
said,  “It  is  that  or  nothing,”  we  had  no 
choice  except  to  bring  it  back.  But  I 
am  confident  if  we  go  back  to  conference 
on  this  matter,  I  will  say  to  you  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  belabored  this  matter 
there  will  be  some  money  for  farm  tenant 
purchase  loans.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say 
how  much  it  will  be,  but  we  are  going  to 
be  just  as  decent  about  it  as  we  can. 

I  want  to  take  a  minute  to  speak  on 
something  I  think  everybody  in  this 
House  ought  to  be  interested  in.  You 
hear  these  great  generalities  here  about 
veterans’  loans,  and  that  if  you  do  not 
provide  this  money  there  will  be  no 
loans  for  veterans.  This  is  a  quotable 
figure,  and  I  think  you  will  want  it  some¬ 
time  this  summer.  Here  are  the  figures 
from  the  Veterans’  Administration  itself 
with  respect  to  the  farm  loans  closed. 
These  figures  came  up  only  2  or  3  days 
ago.  In  the  fiscal  year  that  ended  on 
the  30th  of  June  1947,  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  made  24.521  farm  loans. 
How  many  loans  did  the  Farmers  Home 
Corporation  make?  They  made  only 
3,700  loans.  Let  me  express  it  to  you 
in  a  form  so  that  you  can  best  under¬ 
stand  just  what  that  means.  The  ten¬ 
ant  purchase  loans  in  1946 — and  this  is 
Mr.  Lasseter’s  testimony  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committee — were  3,657.  Then  Sen¬ 
ator  Brooks  said,  “Why,  Mr.  Lasseter, 
that  is  an  average  of  about  one  loan  for 
each  county  in  the  United  States  for  1 
year  to  a  veteran.”  One  veteran  farm 
loan  in  a  county  in  a  whole  year.  That 
was  the  program  when  they  had  infi¬ 
nitely  more  money  than  we  were  willing 
to  let  them  have  at  the  present  time. 

If  you  want  to  find  out  how  this  thing 
»  scores  up,  take  your  home  county  and 
multiply  by  seven.  In  the  case  of  a 
county  of  30,000  people  there  will  be 
2,100  veterans.  That  is  a  pretty  good 
rule  of  thumb  to  find  out  how  many  vet¬ 
erans  of  World  War  11  served  from  your 
county.  So  that  would  be  2,100  veterans 


in  a  county  of  30,000  people.  Those 
2,100  veterans  on  the  average  could  get 
one  farm  loan  under  the  money  they 
had  for  1946.  There  should  not  be  so 
much  generality  about  this  matter.  Cer¬ 
tainly  we  are  interested  in  veterans’ 
loans,  but  we  are  interested  in  making 
certain  that  we  meet  this  land  fever  and 
this  speculative  boom  that  is  in  the  air 
right  now.  On  the  9th  of  June  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  made  a  statement 
in  a  lg,nd  conference,  and  the  title  of 
his  speech  was  “Land  Fever.”  He  showed 
how  deeply  in  debt  they  were  going,  so 
that  if  they  buy  a  farm  today  and  put  a 
mortgage  on  it  that  mortgage  is  going 
to  be  equal  to  the  1941  value  of  the  whole 
farm.  Do  you  think  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  ought  to  go  in  with  a  lot  of 
money  or  hold  it  on  the  conservative 
side  and  be  reasonably  selective  until 
this  fever  dissipates  itself  a  little  bit? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  want  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  know  that  all  of  the  loans  made 
under  the  GI  bill  were  prior  to  the  change 
in  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  Act.  We  have  no  figures  as  to 
whether  any  loans  have  been  made  under 
the  GI  bill  since  the  RFC  Act  was 
changed. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No,  nor  did  we  have 
any  argument  that  they  are  not  being, 
made  in  banks,  that  was  made  before. 
There  has  been  no  testimony  to  that 
point. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Did  not  the  President 
himself  warn  against  the  danger  of  this 
speculative  boom? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  was  the  purpose 
in  calling  a  conference. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  anything  at  all  about  the  conclu¬ 
sions  reached  at  that  conference? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  know  this,  I 
know  the  conclusions  that  were  reached 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  rmder 
whose  direction  this  program  is  being  ad¬ 
ministered,  and  that  is  the  important 
thing. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  know  that  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  wrote  me  a  letter,  which  I  placed 
in  the  Record,  indicating  that  he  did  not 
desire  this  program  impaired? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  know  what  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  said  in  the  10-page 
speech  that  is  right  here  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  desk.  I  am  willing  to  stand  by 
that. 

I  trust  that  the  preferential  motion 
will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  to  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 


Mr.  CANNON  and  Mr.  COOLEY  de¬ 
manded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  172,  nays  193,  not  voting  65, 
as  follows; 

[Roll  No.  122] 

YEAS— 172 


Abernethy 

Forand  , 

Morrison 

Albert 

Gary 

Muhlenberg 

Allen,  La. 

Gathlngs 

Mundt 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Gordon 

Murdock 

Angell 

Gore 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Barden 

.  Gorskl 

Murray,  Wls. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Gossett 

O’Brien 

Battle 

Granger 

O’Konskl 

Beckworth 

Grant,  Ala. 

O’Toole 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Gregory 

Pace 

Blatnik 

Hagen 

Passman 

Bloom 

Hand 

Peden 

Boykin 

Harless,  Arlz. 

Peterson 

Brehm 

Harris 

Philbin 

Brooks 

Harrison 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Havenner 

Pickett 

Bryson 

Hedrick 

Poage 

Buchanan 

Hendricks 

Poulson 

Bulwinkle 

Hobbs 

Preston 

Burleson 

Hollfield 

Price,  Fla. 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Huber 

Price,  Ill. 

Camp 

Hull 

Priest 

Cannon 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Rains 

Carroll 

Jarman 

Rankin 

Chelf 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Rayburn 

Clark 

Jones,  Ala. 

Redden 

Colmer 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Richards 

Combs 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Rlzley 

Cooley 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Corbett 

Kerr 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Courtney 

Kllday 

Rohrbough 

Cox 

King 

Rooney 

Cravens 

Lane 

Sadowskl 

Crosser 

Lanham 

Sasscer 

Cunningham 

Larcade 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Lea 

Sikes 

Davis,  Tenn. 

LeCompte 

Smathers 

Deane 

Lemke 

Somers 

Delaney 

Leslnskl 

Spence 

Domengeaux 

Lucas 

Stevenson 

Donohue 

Lusk 

Stigler 

Dorn 

Lyle 

Teague 

Doughton 

McCormack 

’Thomas,  Tex. 

Douglas 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Trimble 

Drewry 

Madden 

Van  Zandt 

Durham 

Mahon 

Wheeler 

Eberharter 

Manasco 

Whitten 

Elliott 

Mansfield 

Whittington 

Engle,  Calif. 

Marcantonlo 

Williams 

Evins 

Martin,  Iowa 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Fallon 

Meade,  Ky. 

Winstead 

Felghan 

Meade,  Md. 

Wolverton 

Fernandez 

Miller,  Calif. 

Wood 

Fisher 

Mills 

Worley 

Flannagan 

Monroney 

Zimmerman 

Fogarty 

Morgan 

Folger 

Morris 
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Allen,  Calif. 

Case,  N.  J. 

Gamble 

Allen,  Ill. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Gavin 

Almond 

Chadwick 

Gearhart 

Andersen, 

Chenoweth 

Gillette 

H.  Carl 

Chiperfield 

Gillie 

Anderson,  Calif.  Church 

Goff 

Andresen, 

Clason 

Goodwin 

August  H. 

Clevenger 

Graham 

Arends 

Clipplnger 

Grant,  Ind. 

Arnold 

Coffin 

Griffiths 

Auchlncloss 

Cole,  Kans. 

Gross 

Bakewell 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Gwlnn,  N.  Y. 

Banta 

Cotton 

Hale 

Barrett 

Coudert 

Hall, 

Bates,  Mass. 

Crawford 

Leonard  W. 

Beall 

Crow 

Halleck 

Bender 

Curtis 

Harness,  Ind. 

Bishop 

Dague 

Herter 

Blackney 

Davis,  Wls. 

Heselton 

Boggs,  Del. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Hess 

Bolton 

Devitt 

Hill 

Bradley 

Dirksen 

Hipshaw 

Bramblett 

Dolllver 

Hoeven 

Brophy 

Dondero 

Hoffman 

Brown,  Ohio 

Ellis 

Holmes 

Buck 

Ellsworth 

Hope 

Buffett 

Elsaesser 

Horan 

Burke 

Elston 

Jackson,  Calif, 

Busbey 

Engel,  Mich. 

Jenison 

Butler 

Fellows 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Byrnes,  Wls. 

Fenton 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Canfield 

Fletcher 

Jennings 

Carson 

Foote 

Jensen 
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Johnson,  Calif. 

Michener 

Scrivner 

Johnson.  Ill. 

Miller,  Md. 

Seely-Brown 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Miller,.  Nebr. 

Shafer  ^ 

Jonkman 

Mitchell 

Simpson,  HI. 

Judd 

Morton 

Simpson,  Fa. 

Kean 

Nixon 

Smith,  Kans. 

Kearney 

Nodar 

Smith,  Maine 

Kearns 

O’Hara 

Smith,  Wis. 

Keating 

Owens 

Snyder 

Keefe 

Patterson 

Springer 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Phillips.'Callf. 

Stanley 

Kilhurn 

Plceser 

Stefan 

Knutson 

Plumley 

Stockman 

Kunkel 

Potts 

Taber 

Landis 

Ramey 

Talle 

Latham 

Reed,  Ill. 

Taylor 

LeFevre 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Lewis 

Rees 

Tibbott 

Lodge 

Reeves 

Tollefson 

Love 

Riehlman 

Towe 

McConnell 

Robsion 

Twyman 

McDonough 

Rockwell 

Vail 

McDowell 

Ross 

Vorys 

McGarvey 

Russell 

Vursell 

McGregor 

SadUk 

Wadsworth 

McMahon 

St.  George 

Welchel 

McMiilen,  HI. 

Sanborn 

Wigglesworth 

Mack 

Sarbacher 

Whlson,  Ind. 

MacKinnon 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Wolcott 

Macy 

Scobllck 

Woodruff 

Maloney 

Scott,  Hardle 

Youngblood 

Mathews 

Scott, 

• 

Merrow 

Meyer 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 
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Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Hardy 

Norrell 

Bell 

Hart 

Norton  ' 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hartley 

Patman 

Bland 

Hays 

Pfeifer 

Boggs,  La. 

Hebert 

Powell 

Bonner 

Heffernan 

Rabin 

Buckley 

Howell 

Rayflel 

Celler 

Javits 

Rich 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Riley 

Clements 

Jones,  Ohio 

Rivers 

Cole.  Mo. 

Jones,  Wash. 

Sabath 

Dawson,  III. 

Kee 

Sheppard 

D’Ewart 

Kelley 

Short 

Dingell 

Keogh 

Smith,  Ohio 

Eaton 

Kirwan 

Smith,  Va. 

Fuller 

Klein 

Stratton 

Fulton 

Ludlow 

Sundstrom 

Gallagher 

Lynch 

Thomason  ■ 

Gifford 

McCowen 

Vinson 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Mason 

Walter 

Hall, 

Miller,  Conn. 

Welch 

Edwin  Arthur  Norblad 

West 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Andrews  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Boggs 
of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Puller  with  Mr.  Bonner. 

Mr.  Gifford  with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  Cole  of  Missouri  with  Mrs.  Norton. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  with  Mr.  Hays. 

.  Mr.  Eaton  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mr.  Fulton  with  Mr.  Clements. 

M.  D’Ewart  with  Mr.  Dlngell. 

Mr.  Gallagher  with  Mr.  Bell. 

Mr.  Hartley  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas. 
Mr.  Jones  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Hebert. 
Mr.  Howell  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Javlts  with  Mr.  Sheppard. 

Mr.  Mason  with  Mr.  Kee. 

Mr.  Rich. with  Mr.  Keogh. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Hart. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Connecticut  with  Mr.  Klein. 
Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Walter. 
Mr.  Jones  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Klrwan. 

Mr.  Stratton  with  Mr.  Rayfiel. 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia. 
Mr.  Welch  with  Mr.  Celler. 

Mr.  Short  with  Mr.  Rabin. 

Mr.  Sundstrom  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr.  McCowen  with  Mr.  Powell. 

Mr.  Brehm  changed  his  vote  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above -recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 


from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  that  the 
House  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  SA:  Page  78,  line  8, 
Insert  the  following: 

“Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  personal  services  under  appro¬ 
priations  in  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  lump¬ 
sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
December  21,  1944  (Public  Law  525).” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
matter  is  not  in  controversy.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Dirksen  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  54  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  At  the 
end  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amend¬ 
ment,  strike  out  the  period  and  insert  a 
colon  and-  the  following :  "Provided,  That  in 
expending  the  appropriation  herein  for  ‘In¬ 
spection  and  quarantine,  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry,'  service  shall  be  maintained  at  all 
stockyards  having  such  service  during  the. 
last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1947.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  57:  On  page  80,  line 
11,  after  “flax”,  insert  the  following:  Pro¬ 

vided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  used  to  insure  any  1948 
or  subsequent  crop  except  wheat  in  not  to 
exceed  633  counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed 
87  counties,  in  accordance  with  section  508 
(a)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act, 
as  amended,  and  five  additional  crops  in 
1948  under  the  provisions  of  section  508  (a) 
(2)  of  said  act,  as  amended.  Including  corn 
and  tobacco  in  not  to  exceed  50  counties  each 
and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed  56  counties,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  provided  by  legislation.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
matter  is  not  in  controversy,  but  it  had 
to  be  brought  back,  the  matter  being 
legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  io. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
Senate  amendment  No.  1  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  1:  Page  4,  line  4, 
strike  out  “$3,186,000”  and  insert  “$3,486,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement 
to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
Senate  amendment  No.  17  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  17:  Page  24.  line  4, 
strike  out  “$1,059,000”  and  insert  “$1,061,840.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement 
to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on. the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

GKNERSL' LEAVE' ''TO'  EXTEND  REMARKS" 
'  Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  as^ 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
njay  have  five  legislative  days  in  whidh 
to\extend  their  remarks  on  the  confer¬ 
ence  report.  / 

"me  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the\  request  of  the  gentleman  &om 
Illintois? 

Tllere  was  no  objection. 

\  EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  CANNON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

AMERldAN  DOLLARS  FOR  EUROPEAN 
.  RECONSTRUCTION  / 

Mr.  SMTXH  of  Wisconsin,  ^r.  Speak¬ 
er, ‘We  are  again  in  another  ^orld  crisis. 

,  The  events  'of  today  are  not  juilike  those 
of  1939  and  1940  which  took  Us  into  V/orld 
War  n.  To  me  the  patter^  is  identical. 
At  great  sacS-ifice  in  men/  money,  and 
■'  material  the’,  people  of  j  this  country 
:  brought  victory  on  the  seay  in  the  air,  and 
on  the  land.  We  had  a  fight  to  believe 
that  this  victory  would  bring  a  just  and 
lasting  peace  and  with  jl  a  respite  from 
further  sacrifice.  As  Edways  our  young 
men  brought  us  a  military  victory;  as 

•  usual  the  diplomats  who  sit  around  the 
tables  to  write  theipea^e  have  failed.  We 
know  today,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  men 
who  represented  our/country  at  Tehran, 
Yalta,  and  Potsdam 'miled  miserably,  with 
the  result  that  the/ world  is  in  a  sorry 

■  plight.  The  Lon/on  Conference,  the 
Paris  Conference,  the  Moscow  Conference 
all  have  ended  in  failure' — our  diplomats 
have  failed  again/  And  in  these  failures 
is  the  obvious  fap  that  our  people  must 
continue  to  sacrifice  in  money  and  prop¬ 
erty  in  the  cau^  of  world  stability. 

A  few  weeks  ago  Secretary  Marshall,  in 
an  address  at  Harvard  University,  sug¬ 
gested  that  if/ the  European  world  was 
ever  to  recover  a  measure  of  economic 
self-suflBciencpi  there  must, be  agreement 
between  the/  countries  as to  their  re- 

•  quirements.y  Great  Britain,  and  France 
snapped  at /that  suggestion.' as  a  muskie 
grabs  a  hc^k  in  a  northern  Wisconsin 
lake.  Thi^B,  from  Mr.  Marshall’s  state¬ 
ment  there  bloomed  the  now  historical 
Marshall  fplan.  Just  what  it  .is  nobody 
seems  to  .know  but  the  casual  statement 
was  sufHcient  to  provoke  a  meeting  in 
Paris.  What  happened  there  has  split 
the  world  in  two  and  has  precipitated  this 
countiY  into  another  world  crisis.  Our 
people  are  confused  and  so  is  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States.  We  are  pres¬ 
ently  in  the  middle  of  an  economic  war 
with  Russia,  with  the  shooting  war  only 
a  few  years  away  unless  the  so-called 
Western  World  can  resolve  its  difficulties 
with  the  east.  The  chips  are  down ;  what 
shall  we  do? 

Mr.  Speaker,  no  individual  and  no  po¬ 
litical  party  has  the  right  to  withhold 
information  from  the  public  which  in¬ 
volves  its  life  or  property.  It  is  evident 
today  that  the  State  Departmeat  does  not 
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HIGHLIGHTS;  Senate  agreed  to  (?^nfercnce  report  on  agri/zf^ltural  appropriation  hill  and 
acted  on  amendments*  Both  Hou^s  received  mid-year /economic  reuort  from  Presidont, 
House  passed  bills  to  revise  Civ^l  Service  RotireiyJnt  Act,  amend  Marketing  Agreement 
Act,  provide  for  fats  and  oils  sta^stics,  change!' peanut-iiuota  provisions,  transfer 
Crab  Orchard  project,  provide  for  s^cific  milk*^price  supports,  extend  certain  farm 
programs  to  Tirgin  Islands,  control  :Uimo:rtatij3'n  of  nursery  stock,  modify  Research 
and  marketing  Act  provisions  regarding^topro^rmtions.  House  agreed  to  conference 
report  on  Interior  appropriation  hill.  ^Use  received  conference  report  on  National 
Science  foundation. 


1»  AGRICCrLTUR.AL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948*  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  this 
hillj^Ho  R»  3601  (ppo  9b45-7’)c  Agreed  to  the  House  amendment,  regarding  BAI 
quarantine  service,  to  the  .Senate  amendment  concerning  leave  payments  (p* 

9647^*  further  insisted  on  Seiiate  amendments  as  follows; 

Meat-inspection  increase  a^id  deletion  of  reimhuTsahle  provision  (p*  9647). 
AgrleAltural  conservation  program,  increases  (ppo  9647-63?  9671"'3»  9676-8); 
by  an  31-0  votsa  , 

.  School- -lunch  program  increase  (ppo  9676—9)?  ^7  81-0  vote* 

farm- -t enan t  loans  Item  (ppo  9hr9'~60);  by  an  84-0  vote* 

Sens,  Brooks,  Gurney.,  Reed;  Bushfieid,  Rassell*  Hayden,  and  Tydings  were ' appoint¬ 
ed  conferees  for  a  farther  conference  (p*  9680.) *  , 


RMOUNT  S'S^lCEo  Sen*  ThoDias,  Okla*,  criticized  H*  R*  3484,  to  tra^fer  the  Re¬ 


mount  Sy^vice  to  the  .'Department,  and  spoke  :ln  favor  of  So^  716,  to.pi^ide  for 
sale  0/  the  fort  Reno  station  to  farmers^  Sen..  Morse  spoke  in  favor  Ho  Ro 
348‘^^nd  Inserted  the  report  of  the  Depai'rmenw  on  this  oilio  Sen,  Thomas  su.h— 


>^ed  S*  Reso  155:  lo  provide  for  consideration  of  Ho  R*  348  r  hy  the  A-gr^pul-- 
Ire  and  forestry  Committee  prior  to  floor  action,  and  the  resolution  was 
)rdered  to  lie  on  the  tahle«-  Several  other  Se^iators  also  discussed  this  mai 
(pp*  9663-’7i), 


•ro 
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'^o  PERSOIJKELp  The  Civil  Service  Committee  reported  the  following  hills  without 
\  amendment  (po  9630)e  .  Z'  _ 

\  Ho  Ho  1995 »  to  provide  for  return  of  civil-service  retirement  deduct ion»^ of 
employees  separated  before  completing  10  years  of  sei*yice  (So  Rept^^^33)9 
So  1493j  to  give  the  Civil  Service  Commission  final  decision  as  to  e^gihil- 
\  ity  under  the  Veterans^  Preference  Act  (So  Kept,  636)0 

4c  G-EAZrNG^_  The  Public  Lands  Committee  reported  with  amendments  So  13§^  to  amend 
the  Taylh-^  Grazing  Act  regarding,  distribution  of  fees  (S,  Repto  6^)(po  9630). 
\ 

5*  C0I#IITTEE  STJfe^o  The  E.xpenditures  in  the  Executive  Eepartmant s^ommittee  re¬ 
ported,  witlioi^  amendment  So  ReSs  152,  author! zlr.g  the  Committ^  to  make  addi¬ 
tional  expendi^res  and  employ  tenporary  assistants  (S.  Reptft .  651) ;  to  Rul.es 
and  Administratihp.  Committee  (po  9630)  o  • 

■  60  LAWS  CODIPICATIOWo  Hhe  Judiciary  Committee  reported  wittf^^nt  amendment  H,  R^ 
15659  to  codify  and  ^act  into  positive  law  Title  I  o^the  Uo  So. Code* 

"General  Provisions^  Repts  65S)(po  9^30) 

7»  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAMo  It  i^expected  that  the  Sena^  today  will  consider  the 
Reorganization  Plan  on  hou^ng  and  bills  on  the  ^calendar  (p<,  96S1) 

HOUSE 


10. 


EARI4  PROGRAM,  The  Rules  Committe^tijri^orted^cRes.  293,  to  authorize  the  Agrl.- 
culture  Committee  to., investigate  anv  mat^r  v/ithin  its  jur isdictionj  including 
but  not  limited  to  the  .study  of  lon^ra^e  problems  affecting  agriculture , and 
forestry,  effectiveness  of  measures  t^control  f oot-and-mohth  disease,  existence 
and  causes  of  shortages  and  surplus^  (^food  and  other  agricultural  commodities 
and  the  current  and  prospective  degfend  fi^  food  and  other  agricultural  com¬ 
modities,  at  homo  and  abroad  (Ho^^t>  101  ^^(pp®  97'19»  9799) « 

PERSOIHTEL  RETIREMEHT,  Passed  reported  HeR^^127,  whoch  contains  the  following 
provisions^  (l)  Retired  empl^ees  now  on  the  ai^u.ity  rolls  are  to  obtain  in¬ 
creased  annuity  benefits,  or  in  lieu  thereof  are^ermitted  to  obtain  certain 
benefits  for  their  survivi^  spouse;  (2)  provisio^is  made  for  a  more  simple  aid 
more  equitable  method  of/compuring  annuities  which  ^ises  annuities  by  approxi¬ 
mately -5  percent  in  th^higher  salary  groups  to  25- p^cent  in  the  lovier  brack¬ 
ets  (an  increase  of  2^percent,  or  $300,  v.hichever  is  ^e  lesser,  is  provided 
for  present  animita^s);  (3)  Eederal  employees h  cent ribi^ions  to  the  retirement 
fund  are  increasedyurom  5  to  6  percent  of  such  employees '^asic  salary;  (4)  re¬ 
tirement  deducti^s  are  to  be  refunded  to  employees  who  ha^  ha,d  loss  than  5 
years  of  servicy,  optional  refunds  are  provided  for  those  em^oyees  with  from  ■ 

5  to  10  years  jOf  service  (excluding  military  service),  but  con^ibutions  to  the 
retirement  fynd  from  employees  with  10  or  more  years  of  serviceV  excluding  mil¬ 
itary  serv^o)  are  to  be  retained  in  the  retirement  fund  until  su\^  age  as.  anrni- 
itics  are>^rovided;  and  (5)  the  so-called  tontine  service  cha,rge  a^inst  Federal 

employee/ is  eliminated  (ppo  9763'“T5) 

/ 

AGRICU^'^URAL  APPROPRIATIOHS,  Rep.,  Rirksen  obtained  unanimous  consent  f ^  the 

Agricultural  Approbriatien  subcomittec  to  have  until  midnight,  July  21y\.o  ■ 

fy^  a  report  tp,  9719 lo  '  \ 

I$ITEEI0E  LEPARTMEHT  APPROPRLATIOH  BILL,-.  1948.  .Agreed  to  the  conference  repeX^ 

■  ari  this  bill,  H.Ro  3123»  concurred  in  Senate  action  on  13  of  the  .amendment  s  ■  3?.e- 
P^.rtod  In  dl'’agrc-G^.-io.nt,  and  agreed  with  omendmeriLs  to  the  remaining  t.en  (pp«  \ 
977S--Sg).  ■  ^ 
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^11  prevail,  not  only  in  Europe  and  Asia, 
bV  throughout  all  the  world. 

Ijournment  of  Congress  now,  with 
no  thought  of  returning  until  the  next 
regula^ession,  will  add  strong  support 
to  such^liefs.  It  is  my  judgment  that 
such  will\DSitively  hinder  and  handicap 
the  great  wtark  now  being  done  by  Sec¬ 
retary  Marsmll  as  he  tries  to  give  some 
assurance  to^e  nations  whose  hopes 
and  destinies  alB  allied  with  our  own. 
The  appalling  fear  of  those  nations  is 
that  we  may  retrea^nd  turn  our  backs 
to  the  Old  World,  b^vhich  course  those 
friendly  nations  woulc^e  left  to  abso¬ 
lute  domination  from  outside. 

Mr.  President,  the  Marshall  plan, 
or  something  akin  to  it,  be  made 
to  work.  Notwithstanding  ^differences 
which  now  exist  even  among  t^  nations 
of  western  Europe,  which  diflereSces  can 
be  worked  out,  some  plan  for  trar  eco¬ 
nomic  recovery  of  the  nations  of  we^rn 
Europe  can  be  worked  out  and  caiv^e 
made  effective.  In  helping  those  nl 
tions  to  help  themselves — and  that^ 
basically,  is  the  foundation  of  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan — we  are  being  cooperative  and 
working  together  for  the  good  of  all,  in¬ 
cluding  our  own  country.  In  the  re¬ 
habilitation  and  restoration  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  stability  of  the  Old  World  lies 
the  hope  of  all  nations,  including  those 
which  do  appear  to  be  seeking  the  fail¬ 
ure  of  that  plan. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  spoken  earnestly 
of  things  which  are  mighty  in  prospect 
if  they  are  done  in  the  right  way,  but 
ominous  in  portent  if  they  are  done  in 
the  wrong  way.  The  Congress  should 
return  early  in  the  fall.  It  should  take 
up  its  legislative  work  where  it  is  being 
left  off.  Rested  and  refreshed,  we 
should  return  and  pass  the  needed  legis¬ 
lation  for  diplaced  persons.  Every  hu¬ 
man  instinct  within  us  cries  that  this  be 
done.  We  should  consider  flood  control, 
as  the  President  has  recommended.  The 
raging  waters  of  swollen  streams  are  not 
curbed  or  restricted  by  congressional  re¬ 
cesses  or  sessions.  Tax  reforms,  revision 
of  minimum  wage  laws  and  all  the  other 
matters  of  pressing  domestic  concern 
would  much  better  be  considered  anc 
disposed  of  in  the  fall  than  to  pluns 
them  into  the  political  pots  which  boil 
so  furiously,  and  aften  so  destru^ 
in  campaign  years.  But  above  aj^  be- 
yound  these  things,  I  must  repe^  is  the 
question  of  world  relations,yquestions 
which  pertain  to  and  may  dej^mine  the 
safety,  happiness,  and  pea^ of  all  men 
everywhere.  Decision  oyr  these  vital 
issues  cannot  wait  until^fter  November 
1948,  as  some  signs  raUirer  strongly  indi¬ 
cate  may  be  in  the  n^ds  of  some  people. 

Frankly,  I  say  to  some  extent, 

there  are  today  wi^in  both  political  par¬ 
ties  political  wi^s  which  seem  to  be 
blowing  from  awange  directions.  Some 
of  them  an^ar  to  blow  round  and 
around,  as  Jk  the  tornadoes  which  come 
with  sucj^ force  in  our  southwestern 
areas,  Md  leave  only  destruction  and 
death  >^hind.  The  twisting  winds  of 
ambitions  of  either  men  or  par- 
'^must  not  be  prevailing  winds  in 
tlj€se  years  of  destiny.  They  must  not 
prevailing  winds  in  our  foreign  rela¬ 


tions  this  year,  next  year,  or  any  year. 

To  avoid  any  possibility  of  political 
consideration,  the  Congress  should  rec¬ 
ognize  its  duty  to  return  to  work  early 
in  the  coming  fall,  and  then  meet  those 
big  issues  which  will  be  ready  at  that 
time — and  if  they  are  not  ready  then, 
the  Congress  will  be  ready  to  meet  them 
whenever  they  arrive. 

Exhibit  A 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  21,  1947] 
But  Important  to  Inflation — Truman  Ad¬ 
viser  Calls  Boost  in  Coal  Prices  Unnec¬ 
essary 

(By  Alfred  Friendly) 

The  recent  increase  in  coal  prices,  follow¬ 
ing  the  new  wage  contract  with  the  United 
Mine  Workers,  is  an  “important  but  un¬ 
necessary”  addition  to  inflation,  John  D. 
Clark,  one  of  the  three  members  of  the 
President’s  Council  of  Economic  Advisers, 
declared  last  night. 

Clark  said  the  increases  in  mine  prices  for 
coal  was  “much  more”  than  was  required 
immediately  by  the  boost  in  miners’  wages. 

If  private  management  is  as  efficient  as  most 
people  believe  it  to  be,  he  added,  “No  price 
increase  at  all  may  be  necessary.” 

Clark’s  views,  ranging  from  disappointed 
bitter,  were  made  known  in  an  intervle 
w^  the  Post  yesterday,  on  the  eve/of 
PrelWent  Truman’s  midyear  economl^ re¬ 
port  \d  the  Congress.  The  report,  p^pared 
in  lar^k  part  from  information  summed  by^ 
his  Economic  Council,  will  deal ywith  the 
coal-cost  Situation  as  well  as  ^ith  other 
major  econfltalc  developments  yd  prospects 

Clark’s  principal  contentioiyyesterday  was 
that  the  coal  operators  shouy  have  waited  to 
change  prices  umUl  they  h^r  given  a  fair  test 
to  the  new  wage  ^ntracj^nd  found  out  its 
real  effect  on  costs. 

“’The  President  wa3^oroughly  justifled  in 
making  such  a  reqiy^for  delay  pending  a 
fair  test,”  Clark  sa 

He  pointed  outsat  foiVhe  flrst  time  in  a 
long  period  thew^ill  be  unltestralned  private 
management  aerating  the  co^  mines.  This 
will  provide yntlrely  different  ^conditions  of 
operation  those  which  obtatoed  during 
the  past  ^^ears.  ’That  was  a  pen^  of  con¬ 
stant  larfr  conflict  and  when  the  imnes  were 
in  aneycut  of  Federal  control  five  tlmlli,  Clark 
arguj 

lat  period  is  not  one  which  could  pr8tlde 
ai'asis  for  accurate  cost  computations  for' 
iture,”  he  asserted.  “Now,”  he  added,  “cor 
f'trols  have  been  removed,  labor  is  content, 
and  private  management  can  show  what  it 
can  do.” 

Clark,  a  former  oil  corporation  president 
and  dean  of  the  University  of  Nebraska 
School  of  Business  Administration,  has  made 
his  own  computation  on  what  John  L.  Lewis' 
wage  contract  does  to  coal  prices.  For  the 
small  operator,  he  concludes,  costs  are  raised 
about  25  cents  a  ton.  For  larger,  more  mech¬ 
anized,  and  more  efficient  operators,  he  be¬ 
lieves,  no  price  increase  at  all  appears  to  be 
called  for. 

But  the  coal  operators,  he  pointed  out, 
have  already  announced  Increases  from  40  tc 
75  cents  a  ton.  And  the  retailers  have  passed 
all  of  this  increase  on  to  the  consumers  and 
“then  added  a  healthy  additional  profit  foi 
themselves.” 

Clark’s  computation  of  the  added  cost  tc 
the  coai  producers  was  based  on  this  analysis 
of  the  new  contract : 

“All  It  does  to  the  small  operator’s  wage 
payments  is  to  add  $1.20  per  day  to  the  dailj 
pay  of  each  miner.  If  the  average  production 
in  a  mine  is  6  tons  per  miner,  and  that  is  no® 
an  exceptional  rate,  this  is  an  Increased  cosf 
of  20  cents  per  ton. 

“Add  the  extra  6  cents  per  ton  for  the  wel¬ 
fare  fund,  and  you  have  the  total  added  cosli 


of  coal  production  in  that  mine.  This  as¬ 
sumes  that  the  owner  is  no  more  efficiaAt 
than  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Nay  in 
running  his  business  enterprise.” 

The  reference  was  to  the  Navy  opei^ion  of 
coal  mines  for  more  than  a  year,  yen  they 
had  been  seized  by  the  GovernmM 

Clark  pleaded  for  steel  operarors  not  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  coalmine  owners. 
They  must  decide,  he  said,  whfther  the  dubi¬ 
ous  increase  in  the  cost  oy  their  fuels  will 
compel  them  to  add  the  ^st  of  production 
of  every  manufacturer  iiyfiie  land  by  increas¬ 
ing  the  price  of  steel  aia/a  steel  products. 

He  pointed  out  thajAhe  steelmakers’  deci¬ 
sion  appears  to  by^lated  for  a  directors’ 
meeting  which  wiU^lso  have  before  it  figures 
on  steel  earnlng^rer  the  flrst  half  of  this  year. 
badwime  for  increase 

“Perhaps  Jfcey  will  speculate  about  the 
profit  flgu^s  they  will  see  in  the  future  if 
inflation  js  fed  instead  of  curbed  and  if  the 
countr^s  hurried  into  trouble,”  he  said. 

“Tluif  is  a  bad  time  to  add  to  the  forces  of 
inflation,”  Clark  warned.  “Only  last  week  the 
wholesale  price  index  for  manufactured  goods 
hJT  a  new  postwar  high.” 

^Clark’s  views  on  the  exaggerated  price  effect 
^of  the  coal  miners’  wage  Increases  will  pre¬ 
sumably  be  reflected  In  Mr.  Truman’s  report, 
to  be  given  the  Congress  today. 

Another  majof  item  of  discussion  in  the 
report,  it  was  Indicated  by  White  House 
sources,  is  the  foreign-aid  program  and  its 
possible  effect  on  the  dnmest.in  P.r.onnmv 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS — CONFERENCE  REPORT 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Hatch’s 
speech, 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  the  purpose  of 
submitting  the  conference  report  on  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  has  just  told  me  that 
he  is  very  desirous  of  bringing  up  the 
conference  report  on  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill,  and  he  asks  me  to 
yield  for  that  purpose.  As  I  am  criticiz¬ 
ing  Congress  for  not  performing  its  work 
expeditiously,  I  think  I  must  yield,  and 
I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BROOKS  submitted  the  following 
report : 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R 
3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  3,  5,  6,  16,  35,  37,  45,  48, 
and  53. 

That  House  recede  from  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 
2,  4,  9,  10,  21,  22,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31,  32,  34,  44, 
46,  4’7,  49,  52,  55,  and  56,  and  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment  and  at  the  end  of  the  matter  so 
restored  insert  “,  except  for  the  support  of 
equitable  transportation  rates  before  Federal 
agencies  concerned  with  such  rates”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to 
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the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows :  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert  “$2,125,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11;  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$145,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$2,143,400”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$2,000,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$503,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15 ;  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  15,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows : 
Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment,  amended  as  follows: 

Page  18,  line  18,  of  the  engrossed  copy  of  the 
bill,  after  the  word  “hereof,”  Insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  :  “until  June  30,  1949,”. 

Page  19,  line  14,  of  the  engrossed  copy  of 
the  bill,  after  the  word  “transfer”  and  the 
period.  Insert  the  following;  "The  Secretary 
shall  report  annually  to  the  Appropriations 
Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  respecting  the  status  and 
progress  of  agricultural  research  in  Alaska 
and  the  advisability  of  resumption  by  the 
Territory  of  the  operation  of  the  experiment 
station  under  the  land  grant  college  Acts.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  20 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$315,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  23 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,466,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  24 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$745,350”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  26 ;  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  25,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,972,100”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  33 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  33,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment  Insert  “,  to  be 
available  only  for  payment  toward  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  of  any  lands  acquired,  including 
the  cost  of  surveys  in  connection  with  such 
acquisition”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 


Amendment  numbered  36 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  36,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  "$16,300,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  38 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  39 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment  insert  " :  Provided 
further,  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the 
fiscal  years  1947  and  1948  for  works  of  im¬ 
provement  on  individual  watersheds  shall  be 
in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the 
Department’s  Budget  Justifications  to  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee  and  shall 
not  be  decreased  except  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  by  reason  of  a  decrease  in  the  estimates 
of  available  prior  year  balances:  Provided 
further,  That  not  less  than  $500,000  of  the 
funds  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  allocated 
to  the  watersheds  of  the  Upper  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their  tribu¬ 
taries”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  40 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  40,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$856,750”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  41 ;  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  41,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,048,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  51 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  51,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$21,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  58 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  58,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$44,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  1,  17,  18, 
19,  42,  43,  50,  54,  57,  and  59. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Haklan  J.  Bushfield, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

M.  E.  Tydings, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  is  it  pro¬ 
posed  to  dispose  of  the  conference  report 
now?  Will  it  involve  some  discussion? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  It  will  probably  take 
half  an  hour  or  more. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Suppose  the  Senator  al¬ 
lows  me  to  finsh.  I  shall  be  through 
very  shortly.  I  shall  conclude  as  quickly 
as  I  can,  and  then  the  conference  report 


can  be  considered.  I  promise  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  sp.eed  up  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  As  the 
Chair  understood,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  to  present  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HATCH.  He  did  present  the  con¬ 
ference  report.  I  thought  I  was  to  re¬ 
sume  my  address. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
conference  report  having  been  presented, 
it  is  a  privileged  matter.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  Chair  it  is  now  for  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  to  accede  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that  he 
be  permitted  to  resume. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  how 
long  it  will  take  him  to  conclude  his 
statement? 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  statement  is  longer 
than  I  had  thought.  It  will  require  prob¬ 
ably  20  minutes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Then  I  should  prefer 
to  proceed. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Of  course,  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  is  important.  I  shall  now, 
with  the  permission  of  the  Senate,  jdeld 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  and  then  I 
should  like  to  resume  the  floor  and  con¬ 
clude  my  remarks.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  continuity  of  my  remarks  preserved 
in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  believes  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  can  rely  on  that  being  done. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  conference  report,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  of  vital  importance. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Hatch 

Myers 

Baldwin 

Hawkes 

O’Conor 

BaU 

Hayden 

O’Daniel 

Barkley 

Hlckenlooper 

O’Mahoney 

Brewster 

Hill 

Overton 

Brlcker 

Hoey 

Pepper 

Bridges 

Holland 

Reed 

Brooks 

Ives 

Revercomb 

Buck 

Jenner 

Robertson,  Va. 

Busbfield 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Butler 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

Kem 

Smith 

Cain 

Kilgore 

Sparkman 

Capehart 

Know)  and 

Stewart 

Capper 

Langer 

Taft 

Chavez 

Lodge 

Taylor 

Connally 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Cooper 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Cordon 

McClellan 

Thye 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Tydings 

Downey 

McGrath 

Umstesd 

Dworshak 

McKellar 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

McMahon 

Watkins 

Ecton 

Magnuson 

Wherry 

Ellender 

Malone 

White 

Ferguson 

Martin 

Wiley 

Flanders 

Maybank 

Williams 

Fulbrlght 

MlUlkin 

Wilson 

George 

Moore 

■young 

Green 

Morse 

Gurney 

Murray 

The 

PRESIDENT  pro  tempore, 

Ninety-one  Senators  having  answered 
to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 
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Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  During  the  quorum  call 
I  have  further  explored  the  present  sit¬ 
uation.  I  find  that  It  is  necessary  to 
have  this  bill  returned  to  conference, 
and  that  probably  some  votes  will  be 
taken  on  special  matters.  Therefore,  I 
have  concluded  that,  with  the  permis¬ 
sion  of  the  Senate,  I  shall  postpone  my 
further  remarks  imtil  this  matter  is  dis¬ 
posed  of. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
I  should  outline,  in  the  beginning,  the 
exact  situation  which  confronts  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
appropriation  bill.  The  conferees  have 
agreed  on  a  number  of  items.  There 
are  approximately  10  that  are  still  in 
disagreement.  After  explaining  them,  I 
shall  move  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
conference  report;  and  then  it  will  be 
my  purpose  to  move  that  the  Senate  in¬ 
sist  on  its  disagreement  as  to  certain 
amendments,  and  request  a  further  con¬ 
ference. 

The  items  as  to  which  there  has  been 
agreement  amount  to  a  reduction  of 
$8,000,000  in  the  cash  appropriations  and 
$29,000,000  in  authorizations. 

The  items  which  are  still  in  grave 
controversy  are  those  relative  to  meat 
inspection,  soil  conservation  use  pay¬ 
ments,  school  lunches,  tenant  loans,  and 
penalty  mail.  They  are;,  the  principal 
items  as  to  which  there  is  still  disagree¬ 
ment.  As  I  explained  when  the  bill  was 
originally  before  the  Senate,  they  were 
the  items  upon  which  we  had  long  dis¬ 
cussion  and  lengthy  hearings  in  the 
committee. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  conference  re¬ 
port,  which  includes  the  items  to  which 
we  have  thus  far  been  able  to  agree. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing 
its  action  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  3601,  which  was 
read,  as  follows; 

In  the  House  op  Represent.'vtives, 

July  18,  1947. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  numbered  57  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1948,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concur 
therein. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  42  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  line  12  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  Senate  engrossed 
amendment  strike  out  “$258,000,000"  and  in¬ 
sert  “228,000,000";  in  line  18  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  Senate  engrossed  amend¬ 
ment  strike  out  “$27,500,000"  and  insert 
“$22,000,000”;  in  line  43  of  the  matter  in¬ 
serted  by  said  Senate  engrossed  amendment 
strike  out  all  after  “farmers”,  down  to  and 
including  “Secretary”  in  line  50. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  •disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  54  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  At  the  end 
of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment 
strike  out  the  period,  Insert  a  colon,  and 


the  following:  “Provided,  That  in  expending 
the  appropriation  herein  for  ‘Inspection  and 
quarantine.  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,’ 
service  shall  be  maintained  at  all  stockyards 
having  such  service  during  the  last  quarter 
of  the  fiscal  year  1947." 

That  the  House  Insist  upon  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1,  17,  18.  19,  43,  50.  and  59  to  said  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  Senate 
amendment  No.  54  merely  provides 
that — 

Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for 
personal  servicer;  under  appropriations  in 
this  act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave 
payments  pursuant  to  the  act  of  Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1944  (Public  Law  525). 

The  House  further  amended  it  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Provided,  That  in  expending  the  appro¬ 
priation  herein  for  “Inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine,  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,”  service 
shall  be  maintained  at  all  stockyards  having 
such  service  during  the  last  quarter  of  the 
fiscal  year  1947. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  54. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  the 
first  item  the  House  took  up  related  to 
meat  Inspection.  The  budget  estimate 
for  meat  inspection  was  $11,140,000. 
The  House  reduced  that  to  $5,000,000,  a 
net  reduction  of  $6,140,000;  provided 
that  the  $5,000,000  should  be  used  as  a 
revolving  fund,  and  that  henceforth  all 
meat  inspection  should  be  paid  for  by 
the  packers  themselves.  The  Senate  re¬ 
stored  the  entire  $11,140,000.  The 
House  thereafter  considered  the  item 
again,  and  voted  to  sustain  its  previous 
action  and  to  disagree  with  the  Senate 
amendment. 

I  think  a  slight  explanation  of  this 
item  might  be  helpful.  Meat  inspec¬ 
tion  was  established  in  the  United  States 
by  law  in  1906.  That  act  originated  in 
the  Agricultural  Committee.  During 
the  years,  meat  inspection  has  gradually 
increased  in  its  importance.  Before  the 
war  approximately  600  packers  were 
availing  themselves  of  the  meat  inspec¬ 
tion.  During  the  war  the  number  in¬ 
creased  to  940.  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  12,000,000,000  pounds  of  meat 
slaughtered  in  the  packing  plants  in 
the  United  States  each  year,  and  the 
cost  of  this  inspection  is  approximately 
one-tenth  of  1  cent  a  pound. 

Last  year  and  for  some  years  previous, 
the  packers  asked  for  overtime  work  by 
the  meat  inspectors.  The  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  did  not  pay  for  that,  but  the 
packers  used  the  Federal  Government 
inspectors  and  paid  for  their  services. 
That  amounted  to  approximately  30 
percent,  or  $2,406,000,  which  was  paid 
by  the  packers  for  the  overtime  expenses 
of  the  meat  inspection. 

The  arguments  in  favor  of  continuing 
meat  inspection  are  that  it  was  estab¬ 
lished,  pursuant  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Agricultural  Committee,  under  a 
legislative  act,  that  it  was  designed  to 
benefit  the  health  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  it  should  be 
continued  at  a  cost  to  all  the  people  of 
the  United  States. 


On  the  other  hand,  it  is  said  that  30 
percent  of  the  meat  is  not  inspected, 
and  that  it  has  become  quite  a  sales 
argument  to  have  the  Federal  inspection 
stamp  on  the  meat,  and  that  having  the 
packers  pay  the  inspection  fee  will  not 
in  any  way  change  the  method  of  in¬ 
spection,  for  all  the  inspectors  will  be 
continued  as  civil-service  employees, 
with  all  their  present  rights,  and  will  be 
paid  by  the  Government,  and  will  work 
for  the  Government,  and  the  packers 
will  pay  the  fees  to  be  collected  by  the 
Government  itself.  We  discussed  this 
item  rather  fully  in  our  committee,  and 
the  committee  was  rather  of  the  mind 
that  it  should  be  retained. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  move  that  the 
Senate  further  insist  upon  its  disagree¬ 
ment  with  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  on  amendments  18  and  19,  and  re¬ 
quest  a  further  conference  with  the 
House  thereon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  the  next 
item  relates  to  soil-conservation  Use  pay¬ 
ments.  That  item  was  thoroughly  ex¬ 
plained,  I  think,  when  we  considered  the 
bill.  I  shall  state  it  briefly  again:  The 
budget  estimate  was  for  $301,000,000  to 
carry  out  a  soil-conservation  use  pay¬ 
ment  program  which  was  specifically  au¬ 
thorized  in  the  appropriation  bill  for 

1947.  The  House  cut  the  item  to  $165,- 
000,000,  allowing  only  $150,000,000  for 
payment  to  farmers,  and  $15,000,000  for 
administrative  expenses  under  the  act. 
The  Senate  restored  the  payments  in  full. 
The  Senate  restored  them  by  appropri¬ 
ating  $258,000,000,  and  authorizing  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  utilize 
$37,000,000,  which  now  is  in  its  posses¬ 
sion.  That  would  make  $295,000,000. 
Two  hundred  and  sixty-seven  million 
dollars  of  it  would  go  for  the  payments, 
and  we  reduced  the  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  to  $27,500,000.  The  House  has 
acted  upon  this  item  twice.  In  its  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  original  bill,  the  House 
voted  to  adopt  the  action  of  the  House 
committee  by  reducing  the,item  to  $165,- 
000,000;  and  after  the  conference  of  the 
House  conferees  with  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate,  the  House  voted 
to  maintain ^e  position  it  had  previously 
taken,  and  fne  House  disagreed  with  the 
Senate’s  position.  However,  the  House 
did  more  at  that  time.  In  its  original 
action,  the  House  not  only  reduced  the 
$301,000,000  to  $165,000,000  and  reduced 
the  payments  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  but  the  House  also  eliminated 
any  provision  for  a  program  for  the  year 

1948.  The  Senate  restored  the  full  pay¬ 
ments  and  voted  $27,500,000  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  and  authorized  a 
$150,000,000  program  for  next  year,  with 
additional  restrictions,  namely,  that  the 
program  and  payments  should  be  based 
upon  need,  that  not  more  than  a  15-per¬ 
cent  change  in  the  allocations  to  the  var¬ 
ious  States  could  take  place  within  that 
formula  of  need,  and  that  no  recipient 
could  receive  more  than  a  $500  payment. 

Under  the  present  law  the  limit  is  $10,- 
000.  It  was  shown  that  the  vast  ma¬ 
jority  of  those  participating  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  received  the  smaller  payments. 
Out  of  the  3,404,000  participants,  2,150,- 
000  received  $60  or  less,  and  596,000  re¬ 
ceived  $100  or  less.  Eighty  percent  of  the 
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farmers  of  the  country  received  not  more 
than  $100,  and  only  1.2  percent  received 
more  than  $500. 

If  the  amendment  stands  as  the  House 
has  finally  acted  upon  it,  the  payments 
are  reduced.  I  shall  state  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  procedure  so  that  Senators  will 
understand  how  the  action  was  arrived 
at. 

The  Senate  provided  for  the  $295,000,- 
000  program  and  sent  the  bill  back  to 
the  House  in  that  form.  The  House 
voted  to  recede  from  their  first  position. 
Then  promptly  an  amendment  was  of¬ 
fered  to  reduce  the  payments  by  $30,- 
000,000,  and  the  House  eliminated  the 
provision  for  the  ensuing  year,  which 
would  mean  that  instead  of  having  $258,- 
000,000  for  payments,  there  would  be 
$228,000,000,  and  instead  of  having  $27,- 
500,000  for  administrative  expenses, 
$22,000,000  would  be  allowed.  There 
would  be  no  program  for  1948,  and  un¬ 
der  the  present  program  no  one  could 
receive  more  than  $500. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  program  which 
has  been  discussed  rather  fully,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  speed  I  move  that  the. 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  and* 
request  a  further  conference  with  the 
House  thereon. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder 
if  the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  ac¬ 
cept  an  amendment  which  would  make 
certain  that  the  Senate  would  insist  on  its 
entire  position  in  this  matter,  appropri¬ 
ate  $27,500,000  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  the  full  amount  for  the  1947  pro¬ 
gram,  and  reinstate  the  $156,000,000  pro¬ 
gram  for  next  year. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  that  is  included 
in  my  motion.  The  original  position 
which  I  asked  to  be  sustained  by  my  mo¬ 
tion  does  include  $27,500,000  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  and  the  program  for 
next  year  calling  for  $150,000,000. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  With  that  understand¬ 
ing,  I  shall  not  offer  any  further  motion, 
but  I  should  like  to  discuss  the  amend¬ 
ment  for  5  minutes  or  less. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
late  day  in  the  session,  and  with  an  ap¬ 
preciation  of  the  importance  of  much 
legislation  pending,  I  shall  not  in  detail 
discuss  the  necessity  for  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  except  to  say  that  this  program  has 
made  possible  the  tremendous  production 
of  farm  commodities  the  Nation  has  wit¬ 
nessed  in  the  last  4  or  5  years.  I  do  not 
think  I  need  tell  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  that  all  agricultural  programs 
are  tied  in  with  the  conservation  and 
land-use  program.  That  includes  crop 
insurance,  price  support,  and  other  ar¬ 
rangements  whereby  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  frequently  is  enabled  to  call 
on  farmers  to  increase  greatly  certain 
crop  acreages  in  order  to  get  needed  in¬ 
creases  in  production  of  certain  com¬ 
modities.  For  instance,  in  the  last  year 
the  acreage  sown  to  flax  had  to  be 
stepped  up  very  largely  to  meet  the  needs 
of  the  United  States.  At  the  present 
time  there  is  a  program  to  reduce  po¬ 
tato  acreage,  and  that  program  cannot 
be  carried  on  successfully  without  the 


farmer-committeemen  system  we  now 
have  in  connection  with  the  conserva- 
tiori  and  land-use  program. 

Nor  do  I  think  I  need  tell  the  Senate 
that  more  than  16,000,000  acres  of  land 
not  in  crop  production  in  1939  now  are 
in  crop  production,  and  are  being  culti¬ 
vated  by  farmers  and  if  we  do  not  have 
a  soil-conservation  program  which  will 
retire  these  acres,  a  very  bad  soil-erosion 
situation  will  result.  Soil  fertility  and 
the  preservation  of  production  resulting 
is  a  vital  necessity  both  in  time  of  war  and 
peace.  The  farmers’  tremendous  pro¬ 
duction  during  this  war  had  more  to  do 
with  our  victory  than  any  other  single 
factor,  with  the  exception  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  rendered  by  the  armed  forces  on 
the  field  of  battle.  It  is  to  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  Nation  that  we  look  after  soil 
conservation. 

Without  saying  more  in  that  regard, 
Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  statement 
of  principles,  policies,  and  objectives  of 
Republican  Members  of  Congress  adopted 
Wednesday,  December  5,  1945,  and 
shortly  thereafter  adopted  unanimously 
by  the  Republican  National  Committee 
meeting  in  Chicago,  December  8,  1945, 
a  meeting  at  which  Republican  State 
chairmen  and  others  were  present. 

I  am  happy  to  know  that  the  Repub¬ 
lican  majority  in  Congress  has  followed 
faithfully  these  resolutions,  particularly 
in  regard  to  tax  readjustment,  labor 
legislation,  bipartisan  foreign  policy, 
economy  and  many  other  matters  set 
out  in  this  document.  I  think  the  Re¬ 
publican  leaders  in  the  Senate  are  to  be 
congratillated  for  religiously  following 
that  program.  I  particularly  commend 
the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  tMr. 
Vandenberg],  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft],  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
White],  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]. 

I  find,  at  the  end  of  this  statement 
of  principles  and  objectives,  the  follow¬ 
ing  paragraph  in  regard  to  agriculture, 
which  I  think  so  far  the  House  by  their 
actions  has  failed  to  carry  out.  I  do 
not  think  the  Senate  has  failed,  but  I 
think  the  House  has  totally  disregarded 
this  statement,  which  reads: 

We  have  pledged  stability  of  farm  prices 
during  the  reconversion  and  readjustment 
periods.  We  will  carry  out  those  pledges. 
We  will  support  sound,  permanent  proposals 
to  give  farmers  expanding  markets  and  their 
fair  share  of  the  national  income.  We  re¬ 
affirm  our  long-standing  support  of  soil  and 
water  conservation.  We  shall  support  meas¬ 
ures  designed  to  better  rural  living. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment,  by 
totally  eliminating  the  conservation  and 
land-use  program  for  next  year,  and 
by  cutting  $6,000,000  from  the  $37,- 
000,000  appropriation  for  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  district  service,  I  do  not  believe 
the  majority  in  Congress  is  following  out 
its  statement  of  principles  and  its  pledge 
to  the  American  farmer. 

It  certainly  cannot  be  argued  that  we 
are  faithfully  following  our  objectives 
and  our  statement  in  regard  to  soil  con¬ 
servation  if  we  eliminate  completely  a 
program  which  has  Nation-wide  cover¬ 
age,  and  at  the  same  time  eliminate 
$6,000,000  from  the  appropriation  for 


the  soil  conservation  district  service, 
which  does  remarkable  work,  but  does 
not  cover  the  whole  United  States. 

I  am  sure  the  Republican  Members  of 
Congress  are  going  to  remember  this 
pledge.  If  we  are  to  eliminate  soil  con¬ 
servation,  let  us  make  that  the  issue  in 
the  next  campaign.  I  wonder  how  many 
votes  would  be  lost  in  agricultural  areas 
by  Republicans  if  we  did  make  this  an 
issue,  and  adopt  it  as  our  policy. 

I  might  say  that  in  my  campaign  last 
year  I  stood  on  these  princijDles  and 
statements  adopted  by  the  Republican 
Members  of  Congress,  and  the  official 
organ  of  the  Republican  Party.  I  for 
one,  am  not  going  back  on  those  prin¬ 
ciples  and  the  promises  I  made  to  the 
public  and  particularly  to  the  farmers 
of  my  State. 

Let  us  fight  this  out  along  these  lines 
if  we  have  to  remain  in  session  another 
month. 

Mr.  YOUNG  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  full  statement  of  principles,  policies, 
and  objectives  of  the  Republican  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress,  as  adopted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  5,  1945,  be  printed  in  the  Record  in 
connection  with  my  remarks. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
say  that  I  would  object,  if  we  were  not 
rushed  for  time,  because  I  do  not  often 
have  an  opportunity  to  hear  read  a  good 
Republican  document.  Under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  shall  not  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  of  Principles,  Policies,  and  Ob¬ 
jectives  OF  Republican  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress — ^Approved  by  the  Republicans  of 
THE  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives, 
After  Consideration  and  Conference  Ac¬ 
tion,  Wednesday,  December  5,  1945 
Today’s  major  domestic  issue  is  between 
radicalism,  regimentation,  all-powerful  bu¬ 
reaucracy,  class  exploitation,  deficit  spend¬ 
ing,  and  machine  politics,  as  against  our  be¬ 
lief  in  American  freedom  for  the  individual 
under  just  laws  fairly  administered  for  all, 
preservation  of  local  home  rule,  efficiency, 
and  pay-as-you-go  economy  in  government, 
and  the  protection  of  the  American  way  of 
life  against  either  Fascist  or  Communist 
trends. 

We  believe  that  genuine  social  and  eco¬ 
nomic  progress  can  be  achieved  only  on  these 
American  constitutional  principles  and  it  Is 
our  purpose  to  give  our  citizens  this  clean- 
cut  choice. 

In  foreign  affairs  we  shall  continue  to 
strive  to  avoid  partisanship.  But  we  shall 
also  seek  to  avoid  secrecy,  inefficiency,  and 
drift. 

To  these  purposes  we  dedicate  the  follow¬ 
ing  statement: 

FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

We  support  the  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion  for  international  peace.  We  look  with 
particular  hope  to  the  General  Assembly  as 
the  town  meeting  of  the  world  wherein  the 
organized  conscience  of  mankind  shall  find 
effective  expression  in  behalf  of  peace  with 
justice. 

We  support  the  indispensable  inter-Amer¬ 
ican  system  as  a  regional  part  of  the  inter¬ 
national  organization. 

We  will  engage  in  essential  international 
relief  as  a  humanitarian  obligation  and  to 
prevent  chaos  through  misery.  We  demand 
sound  management  and  protection  against 
exploitation  in  this  connection.  We  will  as- 
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slst  other  nations  to  rehabilitate  themselves 
under  arrangements  consistent  with  intelli¬ 
gent  American  self-interest  and  over-all 
limitations  that  shail  not  jeopardize  our  own 
economic  recovery  and  stability. 

We  believe  in  fulfilling  to  the  greatest  pos¬ 
sible  degree  our  war  pledges  to  small  na¬ 
tions  that  they  shail  have  the  right  to  choose 
the  form  of  government  under  which  they 
will  live  and  that  sovereign  rights  and  self- 
government  shall  be  restored  to  those  who 
have  been  forcibly  deprived  of  them.  We 
deplore  any  question  of  these  principles.” 

We  will  seek  to  find  common  policies  with 
the  other  great  powers.  But  we  reject  great- 
power  domination  of  the  world  and  the  the¬ 
sis  that  world  peace  requires  us  to  endorse 
alien  doctrines  or  to  abandon  efforts  to  seek 
justice  for  the  weaker  peoples  of  the  world. 

We  advocate  ultimate  international  agree¬ 
ments  to  stabilize  military  establishments. 
We  demand  open  diplomacy,  a'  home  and 
abroad,  and  free  communication  throughout 
the  world. 

We  consider  that  the  maintenance  of  a 
strong,  solvent,  free  America  is  the  basis  of 
our  greatest  contribution  to  world  order. 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

We  stand  for  a  well-trained  and  fully 
equipped  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  ade¬ 
quate  to  meet  any  emergency  under  future 
conditions  of  warfare.  It  must  be  support¬ 
ed  by  the  most  modern  scientific  research, 
a  strong  industrial  system,  and  adequate  re¬ 
serves  of  trained  men  with  the  best  weapons 
and  equipment. 

DOMESTIC  AFFAIRS 

Government  alone  cannot  feed  the  people,, 
nor  employ  them,  nor  make  the  profits  from 
which  new  enterprises  and  new  jobs  are  born. 
Government  can  help  its  people  to  prosperity 
by  lightening  the  burdens  of  debt  and  taxes, 
laying  down  the  rules  of  fair  play,  and  pro¬ 
tecting  those  whose  own  strength  and  re¬ 
sources  are  not  sufficient  to  protect  them¬ 
selves. 

We  believe  that  equality  of  opportunity 
should  be  available  to  all,  regardless  of  race, 
creed,  or  beginnings.  Every  individual 
should  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  pros¬ 
per  according  to  his  talents,  his  abilities, 
and  his  diligence,  subject  only  to  a  like 
right  for  his  neighbor. 

We  deplore  the  political  tactics  which  have 
resulted  in  class  consciousness  and  strife. 
We  oppose  those  who  would  destroy  us 
through  the  continuation  of  such  strife  and 
struggle. 

Our  tax  burden  must  be  equitably  distrib¬ 
uted.  Taxes  must  be  so  imposed  as  to  stim¬ 
ulate  creative  enterprise,  not  destroy  it,  and 
to  afford  the  individual  adequate  purchasing 
power.  Tax  forms  and  taxpaying  must  be 
simplified.  There  must  be  an  Incentive  for 
business  to  expand  production  and  employ¬ 
ment  and  for  the  individual  to  invest  his 
savings  in  such  expansion.  There  must  be 
a  fair  return  to  both  labor  and  investors 
if  we  are  to  have  jobs  for  the  workers,  goods 
for  the  consumers,  and  adequate  revenue  for 
the  Government. 

The  solvency  of  our  Government  must  be 
assured.  Outlay  must  be  brought  in  line 
with  income.  The  value  of  the  dollar  must 
be  maintained. 

Economy  in  Government  spending  must 
be  achieved.  Extravagant  Government 
spending  now  advocated  by  the  adminis¬ 
tration  in  every  field  can  lead  only  to  ruin. 
Programs  Involving  expenditure  of  Federal 
funds  should  not  be  undertaken  unless  the 
justification  therefor  is  clearly  established. 

Wartime  limitations,  restrictions,  and  con¬ 
trols  must  be  removed.  The  Instant  a  right 
or  liberty  can  be  returned  to  the  people,  It 
shall  be  returned.  Neither  the  war  nor  any 
other  excuse  shall  be  justification  for  fas¬ 
tening  regimentation  permanently  upon  the 
American  people. 


Bureaucracy,  with  its  thirst  for  power  and 
self-perpetuation,  must  be  drastically  re¬ 
duced.  The  number  of  Government  em¬ 
ployees  must  be  cut  to  an  efficient  minimum. 

We  reaffirm  our  belief  in  the  right  of  labor 
to  organize  and  bargain  collectively  with  em¬ 
ployers  as  one  of  the  cornerstones  of  com¬ 
petitive  enterprise.  The  processes  of  such 
bargaining  must  be  protected  and  strength¬ 
ened  if  we  are  to  have  real  jobs  and  pros¬ 
perity  for  all. 

For  that  purpose  we  believe  that  govern¬ 
mental  decision  must  not  be  substituted  for 
free  agreement,  but  governmental  machinery 
to  promote  peaceful  settlement  of  disputes 
should  be  improved. 

Demands  by  either  side  must  be  kept  with¬ 
in  the  bounds  of  reason  and  fairness  and 
both  sides  must  recognize  the  rights  of  the 
general  public. 

The  desired  end  of  bargaining  between 
management  and  men  is  a  contract.  Once 
that  contract  is  made,  it  should  and  must  be 
equally  binding  on  both  parties  as  to  agree¬ 
ments  made. 

Free  collective  bargaining  and  contracts 
resulting  therefrom  must  not  be  nullified  or 
destroyed  by  resort  on  either  side  to  willful 
violence  or  unlawful  destruction  of  property. 

We  favor  Federal  aid  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary,  to  States  and  through  States  to  their 
subdivisions,  to  assist  them  in  affording  sub¬ 
sistence,  shelter,  and  medical  care  to  their 
citizens  who  are  unable  to  provide  for  them¬ 
selves.  Such  aid.  Including  unemployment 
compensation,  must  be  based  on  State  and 
local  Initiative,  operation,  and  responsibility, 
without  Federal  bureaucratic  Interference. 
It  must  avoid  socialization  of  the  medical 
profession  or  any  other  activity.  Federal  aid 
must  be  in  amounts  which  do  not  impose  an 
unreasonable  burden  of  taxation  on  the  rest 
of  the  population  who  pay  the  bills. 

We  have  pledged  stability  of  farm  prices 
during  the  reconversion  and  readjustment 
periods.  We  will'  carry  out  those  pledges. 
We  will  support  sound,  permanent  proposals 
to  give  farmers  expanding  markets  and  their 
fair  share  of  the  national  Income.  We  re¬ 
affirm  our  long-standing  support  of  soil  and 
water  conservation.  We  shall  support  meas¬ 
ures  designed  to  better  rural  living. 

A  grateful  Nation  demands  that  those  who 
fought  in  its  defense,  their  widows  and  or¬ 
phans,  must  never  be  forgotten.  The  best 
of  medical  care  and  rehabilitation,  education, 
and  training  for  all  desiring  it,  and  efficient 
assistance  in  securing  homes,  farms,  busi¬ 
nesses,  and  real  jobs,  must  be  provided  for 
the  veteran.  Nothing  in  the  Federal  pro¬ 
gram  should  lessen  the  responsibility  of  each 
local  community  to  provide  for  the  return 
to  civilian  life  of  its  gallant  sons  and  daugh¬ 
ters  in  a  spirit  of  understanding,  helpfulness, 
and  dignity. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks] 
that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  House  and  insist  of  its 
amendment  numbered  42. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  a  few  observations  on  this  issue, 
because  I  regard  it  as  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  the  Congress  will 
consider  at  this  session. 

I  hope  that  when  the  vote  is  taken 
on  this  motion  we  will  be  allowed  a  rec¬ 
ord  vote.  If  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  does  not  deserve  a  record 
vote,  there  will  be  no  question  before 
the  Senate  at  this  session  or  any  other 
session  on  which  Members  of  Congress 
should  go  on  record. 

Mr.  President,  wrapped  up  in  these 
amendments  are  two  vital  questions. 
The  first  is,  Shall  the  Congress  live  up 
to  its  contracts,  shall  it  carry  through 


a  program  to  which  it  has  been  obli¬ 
gated  under  a  congressional  mandate? 

Mr-.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  I  do  not  like  to  inter¬ 
rupt  him  at  the  very  beginning  of  his 
speech,  but  when  he  refers  to  two 
amendments,  will  he  not  explain  exactly 
what  the  two  amendments  are,  their  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  budget  estimates,  their  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  House  action,  and  their  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  Senate  action? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  undertake  to 
do  that,  but  I  desire  to  make  a  brief 
over-all  statement. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President - ' 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  merely  wish  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  conference  committee  re¬ 
port,  and  then  to  make  a  few  brief  re¬ 
marks  concerning  appropriations,  and  If 
the  Senator  will  yield  for  that  purpose, 
I  shall  appreciate  it  very  much. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  proceed  with  my  remarks.  I  do 
not  intend  to  speak  at  any  great  length. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  seeking  the  floor  to 
make  a  few  brief  remarks  on  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  agriculture.  I  merely 
wanted  to  let  the  Senator  know  what 
I  had  in  mind. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  will  do  so.  I  should 
prefer  to  have  him  to  do  it  in  his  own 
time. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  most  certainly  will,  sir. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  prefer  not  to 
yield.  Mr.  President,  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  has  been  in  operation  in 
one  form  and  another  since  1933.  Each 
year  the  Congress  makes  an  appropria¬ 
tion  to  provide  payments  to  farmers, 
which  payments  compensate  them  in 
part  for  the  expenditures  they  have  made 
in  carrying  out  soil-conserving  practices 
on  their  farms.  Back  in  the  days  of  the 
processing  taxes,  the  payments  at  times 
aggregated  approximately  $900,000,000. 
They  were  paid  to  farmers  for  terracing 
their  lands,  for  contour  plowing,  for  ap¬ 
plying  lime,  phosphates,  and  other  soil- 
enriching  minerals,  for  planting  legu¬ 
minous  crops  and  for  devoting  lands  to 
proper  uses.  Payments  have  been  made 
in  small  amounts  for  the  planting  of 
forests,  for  the  reseeding  of  pastures,  and 
for  other  practices  which  will  preserve 
the  most  priceless  asset  the  Nation 
possesses,  namely,  the  fertility  of  the 
soil. 

With  the  ruling  by  the  Supreme  Court 
invalidating  the  original  processing 
taxes,  the  Congress  enacted  a  law  au¬ 
thorizing  appropriations  in  the  sum  of 
$500,000,000  a  year,  in  order  that  the 
program  might  continue.  For  some  8  or 
9  years  the  Congress  each  year  appro¬ 
priated  $500,000,000  to  defray  a  part  of 
the  costs,  and  authorized  for  the  suc¬ 
ceeding  year  a  program  of  soil  conserva¬ 
tion. 

We  are  not  dealing  here,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  with  a  war-swollen  agency.  We 
have  here  an  agency  which  took  its  re¬ 
ductions  during  the  war.  At  the  advent 
of  war,  the  soil-conservation  payments 
authorized  for  the  year  1946  were  reduced 
from  $500,000,000  to  $400,000,000;  for 
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1947,  in  the  1946  bill,  there  was  author¬ 
ized  $300,000,000.  In  1946,  when  the 
authorization  for  1947  was  pending,  in 
order  that  there  could  be  no  misunder¬ 
standing  about  the  matter,  the  language 
of  the  authorization  was  framed  in  such 
a  way  as  to  impose  a  contractual  obliga¬ 
tion  on  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
promulgate  a  $300,000,000  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  for  the  crop  year  1947. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  the  lan¬ 
guage  which  authorized  the  appropria¬ 
tion,  which  the  other  body  seeks  now  to 
reduce : 

Provided  further,  That  such  amount  shall 
be  available  for  salaries  and  other  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  for¬ 
mulation  and  administration  of  the  1947 
programs,  amounting  to  $300,000,000,  includ¬ 
ing  administration,  of  soil-building  practices 
and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 
under  the  act  of  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended,  and  programs  under  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act,  as  amended. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  past,  this  lan¬ 
guage  had  read  “not  to  exceed’’  a  certain 
amount.  But  in  order  that  there  could 
be  no  misunderstanding  in  the  minds  of 
farmers  as  to  the  scope  of  the  program, 
knowing  the  mind  of  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress  as  to  what  was  intended,  I  wish  to 
read  the  language  that  was  cited  on  the 
floor -of  the  House  of  Representatives 
handling  the  bill.  Judge  Tarver,  of  Geor¬ 
gia.  On  March  8,  1946,  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  discloses  this  statement: 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  presenting  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
the  question  to  which  I  made  reference  a 
few  months  ago.  That  is,  whether  or  not  you 
are  going  to  authorize  for  the  crop  year  1947 
program,  $300,000,000.  I  am  presenting  it  in 
language  which  is  so  definite  in  character  as 
to  admit  of  no  misconstruction.  It  is  the 
time  now  to  decide  whether  you  want  to 
reduce  the  1947  crop-year  program,  not  next 
year  after  the  plans  of  the  Department  and 
those  of  State  AAA  authorities  and  the  farm¬ 
ers  have  already  been  completed.  If  we  want 
to  reduce  it,  reduce  it  now  and  reject  my 
amendment  and  offer  some  other  amendment 
to  Indicate  a  lower  figure. 

Mr.  President,  with  that  statement  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
House,  by  a  vote  of  more  than  4  to  1, 
adopted  a  program  of  $300,000,000  in  pay¬ 
ments  for  1947,  and  that  amendment  and 
that  language  was  adopted  by  the  Senate 
by  unanimous  vote.  It  is  a  Arm  commit¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
will  permit  me  to  ask  three  or  four  ques¬ 
tions.  I  desire  to  get  my  thinking 
straight  on  what  this  conference  report 
really  contains.  I  am  sorry  that  I  do  not 
have  it  clearly  in  mind  now,  apparently 
because  the  report  I  have  as  to  what  the 
committee  has  done  is  so  shocking  to  me 
that  I  do  not  want  to  believe  it,  unless  it 
comes  from  the  lips  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  for  whom  I  have  the  highest 
respect  when  it  comes  to  the  matter  of 
farm  practices. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks], 
I  have  followed  very  closely  his  activities 
as  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I 


think  he  is  to  be  commended  for  the 
work  he  has  done  in  his  endeavor  to 
prevent  an  unjustifiable  wrong,  which 
I  think  has  been  done  by  the  report 
which  has  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Before  I  put  a  question,  may  I 
make  a  brief  remark  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  and  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks],  that  mine 
is  one  vote  that  will  never  approve  the 
conference  report  that  has  come  back 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  because  I  am 
not  going  to  sell  short  either  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  America  or  the  economy  of  this 
country,  as  I  think  we  would  be  doing 
if  we  voted  for  this  entirely  unjusti¬ 
fiable  conference  report. 

Now,  my  first  question  is  this:  Am  I 
correctly  informed  that  this  report  pro¬ 
poses  to  cut  the  school -lunch  program 
back  to  the  $45,000,000  originally  allowed 
by  the  House? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
conference  report  does  not  reach  the 
school-lunch  amendment.  It  is  still  in 
disagreement.  The  Senate  conferees 
refused  to  yield  to  the  House  on  thp  $45,- 
000,000,  or  the  limitation  which  destroys 
the  program  in  all  but  four  or  five 
States,  and  that  item  is  still  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  When  the  pending  amendment 
shall  have  been  disposed  of,  the  school- 
lunch  amendment  will  be  the  next  in 
order,  and  the  Senate  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  then  to  say  whether  they  wish 
to  reduce  the  program  to  $45,000,000, 
and  to  destroy  it  by  the  limitation  that 
was  imposed  in  the  House. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Since  I  am  on  my  feet, 
and  that  point  has  been  mentioned,  let 
me  say  that  I  do  not  propose  to  econo¬ 
mize  at  the  expense  of  the  health  and 
the  stomachs  of  the  school  children  of 
America.  If  that  happens  to  be  the 
program  of  any  group  in  the  Congress,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  take  that  issue 
to  the  election  platforms  of  America  In 
1948. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  will  say  that  I  share 
the  Senator’s  view. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wanted  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  a  question  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  conservation  program.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  agree  with  me 
that  all  throughout  the  war  we  econ¬ 
omized  unnecessarily,  but  because  of  the 
exigencies  of  the  war,  on  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  program? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  can  be  no 
question  about  that.  The  appropria¬ 
tions  were  reduced  from  $500,000,000  to 
$300,000,000  for  soil  conservation,  and 
the  $212,000,00  parity  payment  appro¬ 
priations  were  eliminated  entirely.  The 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  is  the 
only  major  bill  that  comes  before  the 
Congress  with  any  substantial  reduc¬ 
tion  over  the  1940  appropriations.  In 
1940  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
appropriated  $1,650,000,000  for  agricul¬ 
ture.  The  President’s  estimates  for  the 
present  year  were  only  $1,300,000,000,  a 
reduction  of  $350,000,000,  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  proceeded  to  cut 
$400,000,000  off  of  that.  Involved  in  those 
cuts  are  the  amendments  which  are  now 
in  disagreement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  agree  with  me  that  when  we 
spend  a  dollar  for  preserving  and  re¬ 


vitalizing  the  soil  of  the  farms  of  Amer¬ 
ica  we  are  bound  in  the  decades  to  come 
to  receive  many  dollars  in  return  for 
every  dollar  we  expend  on  a  soil-conser¬ 
vation  program? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
magnificent  production  of  the  American 
farmer  in  the  war  period  answers  the 
Senator’s  question.  Without  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  program,  which  has  been  prac¬ 
ticed  for  some  10  years,  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  American  farm¬ 
er  to  produce  the  food  and  fiber  which 
not  only  fed  and  clothed  our  people  and 
our  armies,  but  which  kept  our  allies  in 
the  war  at  a  time  when  they  were  about 
to  be  overcome.  But  bear  in  mind,  Mr, 
President,  the  soil-conservation  program 
suffered  during  the  war  period  because 
we  were  mining  our  lands  to  produce  the 
increased  crops  which  were  so  neces¬ 
sary  at  that  time.  Instead  of  reducing 
the  farm  program  at  this  time,  if  we 
really  believe  in  soil  conservation,  as  we 
tell  Kiwanis  Clubs  and  the  members  of 
other  gatherings  as  we  speak  to  them 
that  we  do.  Congress  would  be  justified 
in  restoring  the  program  back  to  $500,- 
000,000,  instead  of  cutting  the  program 
back  to  a  paltry  $150,000,000  for  next 
year,  as  we  have  been  compelled  to  do. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  agree  with  me  that  the  fertility 
of  the  American  farms  happens  to  be 
the  most  important  line  of  defense  we 
have  from  the  standpoint  of  the  security 
of  the  Nation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  about  that,  Mr.  Pi-esident.  We  may 
appropriate  moneys  with  which  to  build 
airplanes,  with  which  to  construct  tanks, 
and  with  which  to  provide  all  the  impedi¬ 
menta  and  implements  of  war  without 
limit,  but  unless  we  have  the  food  and 
the  fiber  with  which  to  feed  and  clothe 
the  men  who  operate  the  tanks  and  the 
airplanes,  as  well  as  the  civilian  workers 
behind  them  in  the  industries  at  home,  it 
will  avail  us  nothing. 

All  that  is  necessary  to  do,  in  order  to 
find  what  happens  to  a  nation  which 
neglects  to  provide  for  maintenance  of 
the  fertility  of  its  soil,  is  to  read  the  his¬ 
tories  of  the  great  civilizations  and  na¬ 
tions  of  the  past  which  neglected  to 
maintain  the  fertility  of, their  soil  so  as 
to  provide  for  the  feeding  and  the  cloth¬ 
ing  of  their  people.  Go  to  the  lands 
which  were  so  fertile  back  in  Bible  times, 
and  there  will  be  seen  today  only  bare 
rocks  and  worn-out  soils  which  will  not 
produce  a  livelihood  for  anyone.  Even 
the  Garden  of  Eden,  so  vividly  described 
in  the  Bible  as  a  land  which  produced 
the  greatest  abundance  of  all  things,  is 
today  the  scene  of  utter  desolation  be¬ 
cause  the  people  who  lived  there  did 
not  protect  their  soil  from  erosion  and 
destruction. 

In  the  great  Sahara  Desert,  cities  have 
been  uncovered  proving  that  great  civ¬ 
ilizations  once  flourished  there.  But 
now  the  land  is  desolate  and  unproduc¬ 
tive. 

What  happened  to  the  great  civiliza¬ 
tions  of  Rome  and  Greece  shows  the  re¬ 
sults  that  ensue  when  peoples  do  not 
protect  their  soils  and  can  therefore  no 
longer  provide  the  food  and  fiber  nec¬ 
essary  to  their  maintenance. 
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Mr.  President,  with  that  history  so 
clearly  before  us,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  is  now  compelled  to  fight 
and  quibble  in  order  that  any  soil-pro¬ 
tection  program  may  be  carried  on  for 
the  next  year.  I  have  been  amazed  at 
the  fact  that  the  action  of  other  other 
body,  which  stops  the  program  com¬ 
pletely  for  the  next  year,  has  not  been 
more  widely  publicized.  Newspapers 
which  grow  lyrical  in  their  editorial  col¬ 
umns  respecting  soil  conservation  have 
not  mentioned  in  their  news  columns 
that  the  other  body  by  two  record  votes 
have  said  there  should  be  no  soil-conser¬ 
vation  program  whatever  next  year. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to 
thank  the  Senator  from  Georgia  for  his 
answer  to  my  question,  and  I  am  in  com¬ 
plete  agreement  with  him  respecting  the 
matter.  I  think  it  illustrates  again  two 
points  that  need  to  be  driven  home.  One 
deals  with  the  tax-reduction  program 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  I 
opposed  the  other  day.  It  illustrates 
again  that  the  American  farmers  must 
appreciate  the  fact  that  the  type  of  econ¬ 
omy  which  is  now  attempted  to  be  foisted 
upon  them  takes  out  of  one  pocket  many 
more  dollars  '^han  was  attempted  by  poli¬ 
ticians  to  put  in  another  pocket  by  way 
of  a  tax-reduction  program. 

The  second  point  it  illustrates  is  the 
argument  about  the  American  farmer 
working  so  many  days  out  of  ten  for  the 
Government.  Let  me  tell  the  American 
farmer  now  that  if  this  type  of  a  raid 
on  his  best  long-time  interest  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  made,  he  will  find  that  the 
Congress  will  have  sold  his  economic  in¬ 
terests  short.  I  agree  v/ith  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  it  is  time  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmer  should  awaken  to  what  is 
being  done  to  him  by  the  Congress.  . 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
sponsors  of  the  action  which  would  de¬ 
stroy  the  program  in  the  future  say  that 
the  farmers  are  not  interested  in  the 
program.  I  point  to  the  fact  that  every 
spokesman  for  every  farm  group  in  the 
country  appeared  before  the  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  and  implored 
^the  Senate  committee  to  extend  the  pro¬ 
gram  into  1948.  The  American  farmers 
would  be  up  in  arms  if  they  realized  what 
was  about  to  be  done  to  them  by  the 
action  of  the  other  body  in  stopping  this 
program  next  year.  I  am  somewhat 
amazed  that  the  Senate  has  agreed  to 
reduce  the  appropriation  to  the  paltry 
sum  of  $150,000,000  for  next  year. 

The  farmers  are  now  spending  $3  for 
every  one  the  Federal  Government  ex¬ 
pends  for  soil-conservation  purposes. 
Under  the  reduced  appropriation  for 
next  year  the  farmers  will  be  compelled 
to  increase  their  share  of  the  expendi¬ 
tures.  Yet  we  are  told  that  in  the  name 
of  economy  Congress  is  going  to  destroy 
a  program  which  has  been  12  or  13  years 
In  the  building  and,  on  which  billions  of 
dollars  have  been  spent.  It  is  proposed 
that  we  strike  down  and  destroy  the 
county-committee  system.  If  we  do,  it 
will  cost  untold  sums  over  any  economic 
loss  of  fertility  of  soil  and  reduction  of 
production  of  food  and  fiber,  when  at¬ 
tempt  is  made  at  some  later  period  to 
pick  up  the  odds  and  ends  and  recreate 
a  program  which  has  been  so  effective 
in  the  past. 


Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  made  an 
observation  a  moment  ago  upon  which 
I  think  we  should  dwell  a  little  more  at 
this  time  in  the  debate.  As  the  Senator 
said,  our  fertile  and  rich  land  produced 
all  the  food  and  fiber  which  were  so 
necessary  during  the  war  to  provide  for 
our  soldiers  and  for  the  ..orld,  never¬ 
theless  at  that  very  time,  as  the  Senator 
well  knows  and  as  everyone  else  knows, 
the  soil  itself  was  being  overworked,  just 
as  the  machinery  on  the  farm  was  being 
overworked.  Yet  now,  at  a  time  when 
that  soil  needs  more  attention  than  it 
has  needed  since  the  soil-conservation 
program  went  into  effect,  due  to  a  spirit 
of  false  economy,  in  my  opinion,  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  RepresentaHyes,  we 
find  that  the  House  after  1948  mnts  no 
soil-conservation  program  at  all,  and 
even  under  the  Senate  provision  the 
amount  for  such  purpose  is  cut  down  to 
$150,000,000. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  is  abso¬ 
lutely  correct  when  he  says  that  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation  want  this  kind  of 
program.  Why  do  they  want  this  kind 
of  program?  Not  only  because  of  what 
they  know  soil  conservation  has  done 
for  these  farms  which  were  worn  out  in 
practically  every  State  in  the  Union,  but 
also  because  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  made  a  nledge  to  the  farmers. 
The  Congress  of  the  United  States  made 
a  contract  with  the  American  farmer 
last  year,  when  we  wrote  into  the  bill 
the  provision  which  the  Senator  so  aptly 
described.  It  seems  to  me  the  present 
Congress,  in  the  name  of  economy,  is  con¬ 
stantly  violating  the  sanctity  of  contracts 
which  we  have  embodied  in  the  statute 
books.  A  classical  example  is  what  Con¬ 
gress  did  with  respect  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  on  the  aviation  program,  after  hav¬ 
ing  told  the  cities  of  the  country  that  they 
could  prepare  to  proceed  with  a  7-year 
program. 

We  heretofore  told  the  farmers  of 
America  “You  can  get  ready  to  proceed 
with  a  soil-conservation  program  as  laid 
down  by  the  Congress.’’  We  further  said, 
“Mr.  Farmer,  you  can  depend  upon  that.’’ 
But  the  next  Congress  comes  along  and 
repudiates  an  honest,  solemn  obligation 
and  pledge  to  the  American  people. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  were  repudiating  its 
pledges  and  obligations,  we  would  find 
seven  different  committees  investigating 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
and  the  reasons  for  the  repudiation  of 
those  pledges;  and  yet  Congress  repudi¬ 
ates  them  time  without  number,  without 
batting  an  eye. 

Repeatedly  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I 
have  heard  the  argument  about  the  sanc¬ 
tity  of  contracts.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  knows  that  if  this  were  an  ar¬ 
rangement  between  two  private  individ¬ 
uals,  one  or  the  other  would  be  in  court 
day  after  tomorrow  if  a  contract  of  this 
kind  were  repudiated. 

I  cannot  understand  a  Republican 
Congress  which  would  absolutely  violate, 
with  impunity,  a  solemn  pledge  which 
was  made  by  the  Seventy-ninth  Con¬ 
gress. 


Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  called  our  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  in  1940  Congress 
appropriated  $1,650,000,000  for  the  agri¬ 
cultural  program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  And 
that  the  budget  estimate  submitted  to 
the  Congress  +his  year  called  for  $1,200,- 
000,000,  but  the  House  cut  it  down  to 
$800,000,000,  which  was  less  than  half  of 
what  was  actually  appropriated  for  the 
last  year  before  the  war. 

The  Senator  also  'called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  by  a  majority  of  3  or  4  to  1 
in  the  House — and  I  was  one  of  those  in 
the  House  at  that  time  who  voted  with 
the  majority — and  by  a  unanimous  vote 
in  the  Senate,  we  promised  the  farmers  a 
$300,000,000  soil -conservation  program 
for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  Will  the  Senator 
tell  us  how  much  the  House  wants  to  cut 
this  amount  below  what  the  Senate  has 
already  approved  for  this  work? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  In  its  final  action  on 
these  amendments  yesterday,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  House  cut  $30,000,000  from  the 
Senate  figure.  That  would  mean  that 
the  farmers  would  have  to  take  approxi¬ 
mately  a  15-percent  reduction  in  the 
very  important  commitment  which  was 
made  to  them,  on  the  basis  of  which 
thousands  of  farmers  have  already  ex¬ 
pended  money,  relying  in  good  faith  on 
the  Government  to  pay  them.  - 

The  House  further  amended  the  bill  by 
limiting  any  payment  which  could  be 
made  under  the  1947  program  to  $500  to 
any  one  individual  and  cut  out  and  de¬ 
stroyed  any  soil-conservation  program 
for  1948. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Let  us 
get  clear  in  our  minds  the  amount  of 
money  which  the  Senator  is  asking  the 
Senate  to  restore  to  the  bill,  or  to  insist 
upon  as  it  goes  back  to  conference  with 
the  House,  which  seeks  to  cut  the  appro¬ 
priation  below  what  the  Senate  allowed. 
How  much  is  involved? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  urging  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  insist  on  its  original  amendment 
reported  by  the  committee,  which  allowed 
an  appropriation  of  $258,000,000,  plus  cer¬ 
tain  unexpended  balances  which  were 
sufficient  to  pay  every  farmer  every  dol¬ 
lar  that  had  been  promised  to  him  under 
the  1947  contracts,  and  which  would  have 
set  up  a  measly  program  of  $150,000,000 
for  the  year  1948. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Then 
all  the  Senator  is  asking  us  to  do  is  to 
live  up  to  our  definite  commitments  for 
this  fiscal  year,  plus  a  very  small  amount 
to  go  forward  into  the  next  fiscal  year 
for  the  continuation  of  this  essential 
program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  has  expressed  the  position  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  I  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact 
that  Fred  Brenckman,  for  many  years 
the  legislative,  agent  of  the  National 
Grange,  told  me  that  if  topsoil  were 
worth  only  $1  a  ton,  the  American 
farmers,  through  the  floods  of  1947,  had 
already  lost  $800,000,0^0.  If  one  were  to 
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try  to  purchase  topsoil  in  Washington,  I 
guarantee  that  he  would  not  get  any 
kind  of  topsoil  for  a  dollar  a  ton. 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  last  year  we  ex¬ 
ported  about  18,000,000  tons  of  food 
abroad? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  has  never  been 
any  nation  in  all  history  that  has  ex¬ 
ported  as  much  foodstuffs  as  our  Nation 
has  exported.  All  the  nations  of  the 
world  combined  have  never  in  any  one 
year  exported  as  much  foodstuffs  as  we 
sent  overseas  during  the  past  year. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Is  it 
not  true  that  in  meeting  the  war  demands 
and  the  post-war  demands  for  food  at 
home  and  abroad,  our  farmers,  with  less 
labor  and  with  inadequate  machinery, 
stepped  up  their  production  over  the  pre¬ 
war  figure  from  30  to  35  percent? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  reflected  by 
the  record.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Is  It 
not  true  that  there  are  but  three  nations 
left  in  the  world  which  have  surplus  food 
for  export,  namely,  Canada,  the  United 
States,  and  Argentina? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  as  to 
that.  I  suppose  Australia  probably  has 
some  food  to  export.  She  exports  a  good 
deal  of  mutton. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  She 
may  export  some  meat.  I  am  thinking 
principally  of  food  grains. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  since  our  farmers  are  now 
producing  above  our  domestic  needs  with 
respect  to  many  commodities,  and  espe¬ 
cially  food  grains,  the  export  market,  on 
an  unprecedented  scale,  is  preserving  the 
present  parity,  or  slightly  above  parity, 
prices  for  many  farm  products?  For  ex¬ 
ample,  last  year  we  exported  500,000,000 
bushels  of  wheat,  against  the  highest 
previous  export  of  200,000,000  bushels, 
and  only  20,000.000  bushels  in  the  early 
1930’s. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  fact  has  un¬ 
doubtedly  contributed  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  farm  prices. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  To  a 
large  extent,  we  are  supporting  that  ex¬ 
port  market  by  loans  and  gifts.  We  all 
know  that  we  cannot  indefinitely  sup¬ 
port  it  on  that  basis.  Is  it  not  true, 
therefore,  that  the  time  will  inevitably 
come  when  farm  prices  will  drop;  and 
if  the  pattern  of  the  past,  following 
World  War  I,  should  be  followed,  the 
farmer  would  be  the  first  to  be  deflated? 
He  was  deflated  in  the  latter  part  of 
1920,  after  the  other  war,  and  he  did  not 
get  out  of  the  depression  until  1940,  20 
years  later. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  it  is  an  un¬ 
broken  rule  of  economics,  which  has  no 
exception  in  all  recorded  history,  that 
the  farmer  is  the  last  to  benefit  by  rising 
prices  and  the  first  to  feel  the  effects  of 
any  recession. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  30,000,000  people  in  the 
United  States  depend  upon  agriculture 
for  their  livelihood? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Approximately. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Does 
not  the  general  prosperity  of  our  Nation 
reflect  the  prosperity  of  those  30,000,000 


people  who  normally  spend  everything 
they  get  every  year  as  they  get  it? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  If  we 
deflate  our  agricultural  industry,  affect¬ 
ing  30,000,000  people  who  in  one  way  or 
another  are  dependent  upon  agriculture, 
and  if  we  sit  by  and  see  farm  prices  drop, 
shall  we  not  then  know  that  we  have 
started  into  the  next  depression? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  there  is  no 
question  about  it.  It  has  undoubtedly 
been  the  course  of  history  that  when 
the  farmer  does  not  prosper  there  grad¬ 
ually  ensues  a  creeping  paralysis  which 
starts  with  the  country  banks  and  coun¬ 
try  merchants,  and  finally  stops  the 
smoke  from  pouring  from  the  chimneys 
of  our  greatest  industries. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  may  be  permitted 
to  proceed  for  only  a  few  minutes,  let 
me  say  that  there  is  no  question  that 
the  good  faith  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  is  involved  in  paying  every 
dollar  which  has  been  promised  to  the 
farmers  on  the  1947  contracts.  It  would 
be  just  as  logical  to  say  to  a  man  who  had 
built  a  ship  that  cost  $10,000,000  that  we 
would  not  pay  more  than  seven-and- 
one-half  millions  of  dollars,  as  it  would 
be  to  pare  down  the  farm  payments  for 
this  year  25  percent.  The  farmers  have 
already  earned  those  payments  in  many 
cases.  A  farmer  cannot  adjust  his  crop 
to  the  vagaries  of  the  House  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  reporllng  a  bill  in  May 
or.  June.  He  has  to  plan  his  crop  in 
November  and  December  of  the  preced¬ 
ing  year.  That  was  done  with  respect 
to  these  payments,  and  the  farmers  are 
entitled  to  fair  treatment,  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  will  dishonor 
itself  if  it  does  not  make  good  on  every 
dollar  of  appropriations. 

The  farmers  mined  their  soil  during 
the  war.  We  lost  more  ground  than  was 
gained  by  our  great  struggle  to  rebuild 
the  soil  of  the  Nation.  Yet  it  is  proposed 
to  tell  the  farmer  that  we  shall  have  no 
program  whatever  next  year  and  that  we 
will  not  pay  him  what  we  promised  him 
on  the  current  year’s  program.  The  pro¬ 
gram  next  year  means  a  great  deal  to 
the  Nation.  As  I  have  stated,  this  ap¬ 
propriation  is  a  paltry  one — only  $150,- 
000,000  under  the  Senate  provision  which 
the  other  body  refuses  to  accept. 

The  continuance  of  the  program  is 
important,  because  it  keeps  together  the 
machinery  which  has  proven  so  effective 
in  protecting  the  farmer  against  sur¬ 
pluses,  in  seeing  that  he  secures  his  com¬ 
modity  loans. 

In  every  agricultural  county  in  the 
United  States  there  is  a  county  commit¬ 
tee  which  meets  and  works  with  the 
farmers  on  the  program  of  agriculture 
for  the  county.  If  we  do  not  have  a  pro¬ 
gram  next  year  we  will  break  the  promise 
we  made  to  the  farmer  that  we  would 
support  his  prices  at  a  certain  level. 
The  program  can  be  carried  out  only 
through  the  county  committees.  If  we 
destroy  the  program  for  next  year  we 
shall  practically  ruin  the  loan  program 
of  90  percent  of  parity  on  major 
products. 

What  does  the  program  mean  to  the 
wheat  farmer?  It  means  a  great  deal, 
because  freight  cars  are  not  available 


to  the  farmers  in  which  to  transport 
their  wheat  to  the  market  and  sell  it  im¬ 
mediately,  and  they  are  thus  compelled 
to  borrow  money  from  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  discharge  their 
obligations  pending  the  time  when 
freight  cars  can  be  secured  to  transport 
the  wheat  to  the  markets.  If  we  destroy 
this  program,  as  is  proposed  by  the  other 
body,  we  shall  have  destroyed  the  entire 
loan  program,  the  section  32  program, 
and  all  the  other  related  programs. 

This  has  been  a  very  democratic  pro¬ 
gram  with  a  little  “d.”  The  farmers 
select  the  men  who  run  the  program  at 
the  county  level.  That  has  been  the 
great  strength  of  the  progran  .  During 
the  war,  when  flax  had  to  be  produced 
in  this  country,  we  could  have  issued 
statements  from  Washington  every  day 
of  the  week  urging  the  farmers  to  pro¬ 
duce  flax,  and  we  would  not  have 
procured  sufficient  flax  to  fill  a  person’s 
eye.  But  when  we  sent  word  to  the 
county  committees,  and  the  members-  of 
the  committees  traveled  about  and  saw 
the  individual  farmers,  the  farmers  made 
a  magnificent  production  of  flax,  which 
was  an  essential  product,  without  which 
we  could  not  have  won  the  war. 

The  same  statement  applies  to  almost 
every  other  commodity.  Yet,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  it  is  now  proposed  to  tell  the  farm¬ 
ers,  in  spite  of  the  war  production,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  they  had  to  mine 
their  own  soil  and  take  from  its  fertility 
in  order  to  produce  the  food  and  fiber 
needed,  that  Congress  will  reduce  their 
payments  for  this  year  and  do  away  with 
the  program  for  next  year. 

We  have  dealt  differently  with  indus¬ 
try.  We  had  a  reconversion  program 
with  regard  to  industry  for  which  we  gen¬ 
erously  provided.  The  American  manu¬ 
facturers  of  essentials  for  war  purposes 
were  paid  generously  and  liberally  on 
their  contracts.  While  restoration  of  in¬ 
dustry  is  important  in  reconversion,  it  is 
no  more  important  than  is  soil  conserva¬ 
tion.  The  farmers  of  America  deserve 
better  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the 
Congress  than  they  have  received. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the- 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  The  amount  of  money 
paid  to  industry  was  $6,500,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  was  a  tremendous 
sum  of  money.  I  did  not  know  the  exact 
figures. 

I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  for  his  efforts  in  this  mat¬ 
ter,  and  to  express  my  appreciation  to 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on 
Agricultural  Appropriations  for  the  mo¬ 
tion  which  he  had  made. 

I  would  regret,  Mr.  President,  to  see 
the  farm  program  become  involved  in 
party  politics.  During  the  period  in 
which  it  was  my  privilege  to  handle  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bills  on  the 
floor  of  this  body,  I  endeavored  to  sepa¬ 
rate  the  subject  as  far  from  partisan 
considerations  as  was  humanly  possible. 
If  the  farmers  were  to  come  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  oflBces  next  January  and  find 
them  closed  and  find  that  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  program  had  been  concluded, 
and  that  Congress  had  put  an  end  to  the 
section  32  funds,  I  have  no  doubt  what 
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the  political  reaction  would  be.  How¬ 
ever,  this  matter  is  too  important  to  be¬ 
come  involved  in  party  politics. 

I  went  over  to  the  other  House  when 
they  wei’e  voting  the  other  day  and  was 
talking  to  a  Representative  who  hap¬ 
pened  to  be  a  Democrat.  I  said  to  him, 
“What  are  you  going  to  do?”  He  said, 
“I  am  afraid  I  am  going  to  win.”  I  said, 
“Afraid  you  are  going  to  win?  I  hope 
you  will  win.”  He  said,  “If  the  Repub¬ 
licans  kill  soil  conservation,  nullify  the 
school-lunch  program,  and  deny  money 
to  the  veterans  for  farm  loans,  they  will 
never  beat  me  in  the  election.”  I  do  not 
want  these  subjects  to  become  involved 
in  partisan  questions.  I  am  delighted 
that  there  has  been  no  partisanship  on 
this  side  of  the  Chamber.  We  are  looking 
to  the  welfare  of  agriculture  as  a  whole, 
and  I  hope,  Mr.  President,  that  we  shall 
determine  to  stand  by  the  Senate’s  posi¬ 
tion  on  this  question.  Whether  Congress 
shall  adjourn  this  coming  Saturday  or 
the  Saturday  following,  certainly  keep¬ 
ing  faith  with  the  American  farmers  is 
more  important  than  adjourning  on  a 
certain  date.  Assuredly,  to  maintain  a 
program  of  soil  conservation,  to  enable 
us  to  keep  faith  in  the  support  program, 
and  other  issues,  is  more  important  than 
could  possibly  be  our  own  personal  con¬ 
venience  in  getting  home  next  Satvurday 
night. 

I  hope  that  the  vote  on  these  amend¬ 
ments,  Mr.  President,  will  be  unanimous, 
that  the  Senate  will  stand  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  contracts  for  this  year,  and 
that  the  AAA  offices  throughout  the  Na¬ 
tion  will  be  kept  open  in  the  year  1948. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  again  I 
state  that  I  commend  the  confere^ice 
committee  on  its  stand  on  some  of  the 
issues,  involved,  and  I  ask  them  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  Insist  on  the  Senate  provisions 
of  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill. 

In  the  matter  of  meat  inspection,  if 
there  is  no  appropriation  for  Federal 
meat  inspection,  the  producer  will  pay 
the  cost  of  such  inspection.  ’The  packer 
will  put  the  cost  upon  the  producer,  and 
the  producer  will  pay  for  the  inspection 
of  the  meat,  which  is  to  the  benefit  of 
the  public  in  general.  That  should  never 
be,  because  the  producers  constitute  only 
a  small  percentage  of  the  people  of  this 
Nation,  and  meat  inspection  is  a  benefit 
to  the  public  in  general. 

Regarding  the  question  of  soil  conser¬ 
vation,  that,  again,  is  a  public  respon¬ 
sibility.  Every  year  we  find  a  greater 
percentage  of  the  people  in  the  cities 
than  we  find  on  the  farms  or  in  the  pro¬ 
ducing  groups.  When  we  consider  the 
benefits,  Mr.  President,  which  the  soil- 
conservation  program  has  brought  to 
the  agricultural  lands  of  the  Nation,  we 
must  realize  that  it  has  been  of  benefit 
to  all  the  people,  rather  than  simply 
to  a  small  producers’  group.  It  will  be 
found  from  the  record  that  from  1938 
through  1945  the  application  of  lime¬ 
stone  to  the  soil,  which  is  a  soil-building 
practice,  is  almost  a  necessity  in  many 
areas  in  order  to  get  a  good  stand  in 
legume  seeding.  The  application  of 
limestone  was  increased  by  326  percent, 
and  the  use  of  fertilizer  on  grasses  and 
legume  crops  was  increased  by  503  per¬ 


cent  in  those  years.  Field  stripping, 
which  is  a  soil-building  practice  in  every 
sense,  was  increased  by  854  percent  in 
the  years  from  1938  to  1945.  I  repeat 
the  years  in  order  that  the  Senate  may 
keep  definitely  in  mind  what  has  been 
accomplished  under  this  particular  tjre 
of  program. 

The  appropriation  for  contour  farm¬ 
ing  was  increased  126  percent.  The  ap¬ 
propriation  for  construction  of  grass  wa¬ 
terways  to  prevent  erosion  was  Increased 
5,400  percent.  The  appropriation  for 
the  use  of  green  manure  for  a  cover 
crop,  so  to  speak,  was  increased  65  per¬ 
cent.  The  appropriation  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  dams  and  ponds  to  avoid 
erosion  and  the  gutting  of  fields  by  ero¬ 
sion  was  increased  by  126  percent. 

So,  Mr.  President,  again  I  say  that  this 
particular  type  of  program  is  a  public 
benefit.  It  may  be  asked,  “Do  the  cities 
have  a  responsibility  to  pay  taxes  to  sup¬ 
port  such  a  program?”  Mr.  President, 
if  we  realize  the  tonnage  of  food  which 
must  be  produced  on  the  land  in  order 
to  feed  the  people  in  cities  the  size  of 
Washington,  New  York,  Boston,  and  in¬ 
numerable  others  which  I  could  men¬ 
tion,  then  we  commence  to  have  an  idea 
of  what  is  being  taken  out  of  the  soil 
in  order  to  feed  people  who  are  not 
living  on  the  farms.  There  is  a  public 
responsibility.  Although  some  persons 
may  say,  “Yes;  we  pay  in  taxes  for  this 
program,  but  we  receive  nothing  in  re¬ 
turn,”  and  although  I  could  refer  to 
charts  which  were  inserted  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  within  the  last  week,  which  would 
seem  to  indicate  that  cities  such  as  Bos¬ 
ton  and  New  York  which  contributed 
their  proportionate  amounts  got  nothing 
in  return,  nevertheless  they  were  paying 
for  only  a  part  of  what  they  had  de¬ 
pleted  from  the  soil  in  order  that  food 
might  be  shipped  to  their  people. 

Soil  conservation  is  a  responsibility 
which  we  cannot  shirk.  When  we  con¬ 
template  appropriating  not  one  dime  for 
soil-conservation  land  use  payments  for 
the  year  1948,  I  think  we  are  making  a 
very  serious  mistake.  The  Steagall 
amendment  carries  through  1948,  and  It 
provides  for  the  price-support  program 
for  agriculture.  There  are  other  pro¬ 
visions,  such  as  those  relating  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  which 
expire  in  the  year  1948.  Of  course, 
studies  must  be  made  and  a  farm  pro¬ 
gram  must  be  developed  between  now 
and  December  31, 1948.  Nevertheless,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  those  studies  must 
be  made  and  such  a  program  must  be 
formulated,  I  feel  that  we  definitely  owe 
to  the  large  and  vitally  important  group 
engaged  in  agricultural  pursuits  who  are 
producing  food  for  the  people  of  this 
Nation,  as  well  as  food  with  which  to 
fulfill  the  commitments  we  have  made 
abroad,  a  continuation  of  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  practices  in  the  year  1948,  un¬ 
til  we  have  been  able  to  develop  and 
perfected  a  farm  program  which  will 
carry  on  when  the  Steagall  amendments 
and  the  other  provisions  which  are  a 
part  of  the  present  program  expire. 

In  my  opinion  the  soil-conservation 
practices  are  nonpolitical.  They  are 
beneficial  not  only  to  the  people  living 


on  the  land,  but  to  the  people  who  con¬ 
sume  the  food,  no  matter  in  what  corner 
of  the  United  States  they  may  reside. 

Although  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference,  the  able  Senator 
from  Illinois  tMr.  BrooksI,  has  not  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  connection  with  this  bill, 
I  wish  to  say  that  this  Is  another  public 
service  which  has  been  of  greater  bene¬ 
fit  to  the  people  on  the  farms  than  al¬ 
most  any  other  measure  the  Congress 
has  enacted.  It  may  be  said  that  we  can 
reduce  the  appropriation  by  $25,000,000 
this  year,  and  still  leave  ample  funds 
with  which  to  carry  on  that  work,  but 
I  think  we  shall  make  a  most  serious  mis¬ 
take  if  we  take  that  attitude.  Not  a  mile 
of  line  of  rmal  electrification  can  be  con¬ 
tracted  for  today  for  the  same  amount  of 
money  for  which  it  could  have  been  con¬ 
structed  5  or  6  years  ago,  because  the 
costs  of  both  labor  and  material  and 
equipment  have  increased  greatly,  just 
as  every  other  cost  has  increased.  When 
we  consider  that  in  this  Union  there  are 
States  in  which  only  12  percent  of  the 
farms  are  electrified — such  States  as 
the  Dakotas — and  when  we  consider  the 
fact  that  in  some  of  the  New  England 
areas  more  than  90  percent  of  the  rural 
homes  are  electrified — and  I  could  refer 
to  my  own  State  of  Minnesota,  where  in 
excess  of  57  percent  of  the  farms  are 
electrified — nevertheless  we  must  realize 
that  all  other  farmers  are  equally 
anxious  to  have  electricity  on  their 
farms. 

Under  the  rural  electrification  pro¬ 
gram,  it  is  provided  that  an  association 
may  borrow  money  from  the  Treasury 
and  shall  pay  it  back  with,  interest.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  in  most  cases  the  money 
is  paid  back  in  advance  of  the  due  date. 
The  entire  record  under  the  REA  pro¬ 
gram  shows  that  the  transactions  have 
been  only  book  transactions  by  which 
the  money  is  made  available  to  associa¬ 
tions,  to  enable  them  to  engage  in  con¬ 
struction  under  this  program,  and  then 
the  associations  immediately  commence 
to  pay  back  the  money,  with  interest; 
Mr.  President,  it  will  be  a  serious  mis¬ 
take  to  cut  this  item  for  the  REA 
$25,000,000.  Certainly  it  will  be  a  mis¬ 
take  if  that  cut  is  allowed  to  stand,  be¬ 
cause  then  we  shall  deny  that  safety 
measure,  that  convenience,  the  current 
and  power  which  will  increase  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  food.  In  the  event  that  this 
money  is  not  made  available  there  will 
be  a  delay  of  another  year  before  many 
of  these  associations  will  be  able  to  pro¬ 
ceed  to  complete  their  line  development 
or  their  project  development. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  mindful  of  the  fact 
that  we  need  to  economize,  and  I  am 
equally  mindful  of  the  fact  that  it  is  dif¬ 
ficult  for  the  Appropriations  Committee 
to  draw  the  two  ends  together,  when  we 
are  constantly  urging  that  appropria¬ 
tions  for  this  measure  or  that  measure 
be  Increased.  But  this  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion  item  is  most  Important,  and  I  do  not 
think  a  reduction  of  it  will  result  in 
economy. 

I  wish  to  make  brief  mention  of  the 
school-lunch  program.  The  appropria¬ 
tion  for  that  purpose  would  correct  the 
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eating  habits  of  many  a  youth,  and  would 
correct  malnutrition  insofar  as  the  diet 
of  school  children  is  concerned.  It  is  a 
safety  measure,  a  safeguard,  and  a  pro¬ 
tection,  as  well  as  a  correction  of  the  eat¬ 
ing  habits  of  children  who  are  improperly 
fed  in  their  own  homes. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
shall  encourage  and  give  whatever  sup¬ 
port  I  can  to  action  designed  to  insist  on 
maintaining  the  position  the  Senate  has 
taken  on  this  bill ;  and  in  whatever  con¬ 
tacts  I  can  make  with  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  who  have  re¬ 
fused  to  concur  in  the  Senate’s  action  on 
the  Agricultural  appropriation  bill,  I 
shall  do  all  I  can  to  persuade  them  to 
concur  in  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  the  mat¬ 
ter  before  the  Senate  has  been  so  ably 
discussed  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  and  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  there  seems  to  be 
little  left  to  add  to  what  they  have  said. 
Therefore,  what  I  have  to  say  I  shall 
make  very  brief. 

All  life  on  this  earth,  the  life  of  every 
human  being,  the  life  of  every  animal,  the 
life  of  every  bird,  every  fish,  and  every 
tree  and  plant,  depends  upon  a  thin  layer 
of  topsoil  which  spreads  over  the  earth, 
which  averages  a  little  more  than  8  inches 
in  depth.  As  has  been  pointed  out  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  the  Nations 
which  have  neglected  to  care  for  their 
topsoil,  which  have  let  it  deteriorate, 
which  have  let  it  become  eroded  and 
unproductive,  have  perished. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  States  has 
been  generously  endowed  with  this  life- 
giving  soil  from  which  we  all  sprang. 
We  have  had  what  seemed  to  be  unlim¬ 
ited  millions  of  acres  of  soil  on  which  to 
produce  bountiful  harvests,  and  we  have 
produced  such  harvests,  but  we  have  not 
put  back  into  the  soil  as  much  as  we  have 
taken  out  of  it.  Consequently,  much  of 
It  has  become  so  depleted  and  eroded  that 
today  it  is  almost  valueless. 

However,  we  were  endowed  not  only 
with  millions  of  acres  of  rich  soil,  but 
we  were  endowed  also  with  the  wisdom 
of  seeing  that  we  must  maintain  it  if 
we  were  to  continue  as  a  strong  nation. 
Therefore,  some  10  years  ago  we  started 
a  program  designed  to  maintain  and  im¬ 
prove  our  soil  resources.  That  program 
has  been  so  successful  that  during  the 
war  years,  during  the  last  3  or  4  years, 
the  farmers  of  the  United  States  have 
been  able  to  produce  one-third  more, 
in  the  way  of  food  and  fiber  crops,  than 
they  produced  from  the  years  1935  to 
1939,  when  the  program  was  getting  un¬ 
der  way. 

Although  we  have  made  a  splendid 
start  in  maintaining  our  soil  resources, 
yet  all  this  time  we  have  probably  not 
been  keeping  pace  with  the  destructive 
elements  which  have  been  working  upon 
the  land.  Today  about  950,000,000  acres 
of  land  in  the  United  States  need  atten¬ 
tion  if  we  do  not  desire  to  watch  it  go 
down  the  rivers,  lose  its  fertility,  and 
become  valueless.  That  is  what  makes 
this  program  which  has  been  so  success¬ 
ful  so  far  so  essential  for  the  future.  We 
must  continue  it  if  we  are  to  perpetuate 
omselves  and  our  Nation. 


Mr.  President,  I  cannot  understand 
the  mental  processes  of  those  who  op¬ 
pose  the  continuation  of  a  program 
which  Is  designed  to  prolong  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  our  lives,  both  as  Individuals  and 
as  a  nation. 

Our  farm  organizations  recognize  the 
situation  as  it  is.  So  far  as  I  know, 
every  one  of  them  is  strongly  in  favor 
of  this  program.  They  know  that  it  is 
necessary  if  we  are  to  continue  to  main¬ 
tain  a  strong  agriculture  in  the  United 
States,  and  if  we  cannot  do  that,  we 
never  in  the  world  can  maintain  a  strong 
nation.  Both  major  political  parties 
have  recognized  the  necessity  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  and  both  are  on  record  as  favoring 
it. 

The  work  of  soil  conservation  has  been 
done  particularly  well  in  my  own  State 
of  Vermont.  It  has  been  done  so  well, 
and  so  much  of  our  poor  land  has  been 
restored  to  a  great  degree  of  productivity, 
and  the  success  of  the  program  has  been 
so  apparent,  that'  my  own  State  legisla¬ 
ture,  in  both  houses,  unanimously  voted 
to  memorialize  Congress  to  continue  the 
program  to  the  full  extent  to  which  it 
had  been  carried  on  in  the  past. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  add  my 
word  to  those  of  other  Senators  who  have 
urged  that  this  most  beneficial  of  all 
programs  be  continued.  We  cannot  af¬ 
ford  to  give  it  up  now,  not  only  because 
of  its  importance  to  the  security  of  our 
Nation,  but  because  it  is  so  necessary  if 
we  are  to  continue  to  do  our  part  in  bring¬ 
ing  peace  to  all  the  rest  of  the  world.  We 
know  that  famine  breeds  unrest  and 
warfare,  and  the  more  we  can  alleviate 
famine  conditions  through  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  our  own  land  the  safer  the  world 
will  be  so  far  as  war  and  peace  are  con¬ 
cerned. 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  urge  too 
strongly  that  the  Senate  approve  by  an 
overwhelming  record  vote  the  motion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Brooks]. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  argu¬ 
ments  in  behalf  of  insisting  on  the 
amendment  regarding  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  have  been  well  and  ably 
presented.  I  rise  to  associate  myself 
with  those  who  have  presented  the  argu¬ 
ments,  and  who  have  so  strongly  stated 
the  case  for  the  continuance  of  our  soil- 
conservation  program.  I  rise  as  well  to 
protest  against  the  proposed  action  which 
would  undermine  and  destroy  this  great 
soil-conservation  activity. 

Only  Saturday  evening  the  Washing¬ 
ton  Star  carried  an  article  by  Dr.  Hugh 
H.  Bennett,  who  is  the  Chief  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  We  of  the  Senate  know 
Dr.  Bennett.  He  has  devoted  his  life  to 
the  cause  of  soil  conservation.  Perhaps 
no  man  in  America  speaks  with  greater 
authority  on  any  subject  than  does  Dr. 
Bennett  on  the  subject  of  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  and  what  it  means  to  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  our  Nation  and  of  our  American 
civilization. 

Dr.  Bennett’s  article  was  headed  “The 
land  won’t  wait.  More  comprehensive 
soil-conservation  practices  must  be  in¬ 
stituted  without  delay.’’ 

The  land  will  not  wait,  Mr.  President. 


Dr.  Bennett  says  in  the  article; 

We  cannot  aSord  to  postpone  the  safe¬ 
guarding  of  our  productive  land  against  fur¬ 
ther  disastrous  Inroads  by  erosion.  To  do  so 
would  be  costly  and  exceedingly  damaging 
to  the  Nation’s  economy  and  security. 

The  land  won’t  wait  now.  If  we  neglect  It 
while  we  busy  ourselves  with  other  sup¬ 
posedly  more  Important  matters,  any  more 
than  it  waited  during  the  150  years  or  so  be¬ 
fore  we  started  doing  something  to  keep  our 
topsoil  from  washing  down  to  the  sea  or 
blowing  halfway  across  the  continent. 

The  land  is  not  waiting,  as  Dr.  Ben¬ 
nett  has  said.  There  are  more  acres 
of  land  in  the  United  States  today  abso¬ 
lutely  worthless,  of  no  benefit  to  our 
Nation  or  its  people,  of  no  benefit  for 
the  production  of  food  or  fiber,  than  the 
entire  acreage  of  the  great  State  of 
South  Carolina  alone. 

Dr.  Bennett  continues: 

Every  year’s  delay  in  applying  complete  soil 
and  water  conservation  treatment  brings 
more  ruinous  damage  to  some  of  our  land 
somewhere. 

How  true  that  is.  How  often  we  have 
seen  a  hillside  where  the  water  had 
washed  small  gullies,  taking  off  most  of 
the  topsoil.  We  know  that  through  the 
years  that  form  of  destruction  has  accel¬ 
erated.  Each  year  takes  a  larger  per¬ 
centage  of  the  topsoil,  until  finally  there 
is  no  topsoil,  until  we  have  left  only  the 
gullied,  worUiless  hillside. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  the 
same  gentleman  who  furnished  the  facts 
that  the  Senator  has  been  discussing 
for' the  last  few  minutes - 

Mr.  HILL.  Dr.  Hugh  H.  Bennett,  the 
outstanding  authority  in  the  United 
States  on  the  question  of  soil  conserva¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Discussing  the  same 
subject  in  a  previous  article,  this  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  stated  the  follov/ing 
facts : 

Today  there  Is  left  In  the  world,  as  well 
as  I  have  been  able  to  estimate  It,  only  about 
4,000,000,000  acres  of  immedlat^y  arable 
land.  That  land  must  feed  more  than  2,000,- 
000,000  people,  whose  numbers  are  Increas¬ 
ing  at  the  rate  of  about  20,000,000  a  year, 
’The  great  bulk  of  our  food  comes  from  this 
land,  as  well  as  all  of  our  wood,  leather, 
wool,  cotton,  and  various  other  vegetable 
fibers  and  oils.  Nutritionists  tell  us  it  takes 
about  21/4  acres  of  reasonably  productive 
land,  on  the  average,  to  provide  each  per¬ 
son  with  a  minimum  adequate  diet.  Some 
countries  have  less  than  that  much  now — 
some  less  than  1  acre  per  capita.  Whole  na¬ 
tions  and  civilizations  in  the  past  have  per¬ 
ished  because  they  misused  their  land. 

He  proceeds  further  to  give  the  follow¬ 
ing  facts : 

More  than  half  of  our  farm  land  has  been 
damaged  by  erosion — millions  of  acres  of  it 
ruined  for  further  practical  cultivation  and 
other  millions  of  acres  almost  as  seriously 
affected.  Soil-conservation  surveys  Indicate 
that  we  have  left  only  about  450,000,000  acres 
of  good  cropland  in  this  country,  and  all  but 
about  100,000,000  acres  of  this  is  subject  to 
erosion.  Moreover,  some  80,000,000  acres  of 
the  450,000,000  still  needs  clearing,  drainage, 
irrigation,  or  other  improvements  to  make  it 
productive.  Meanwhile,  erosion  likewise  has 
been  taking  its  soil  from  a  vast  acreage  of  our 
range  and  pasture  lands. 
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He  proceeds  in  this  article,  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Washington  Star  of  July 
16,  1947,  with  an  array  of  facts  which 
are  startling,  proving  conclusively  what 
is  being  said  here  this  afternoon:,  that 
the  conservation  of  what  remains  of  our 
shrinking  agricultural  lands  is  the  most 
important  problem  before  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
thank  the  Senator  from  Montana  for 
the  contribution  he  has  made.  He  has 
given  the  Senate  the  information  from 
the  article  by  Dr.  Bennett  which  it  was 
my  intention  to  give  to  the  Senate.  I 
am  delighted  that  the  Senator  from 
Montana  has  done  so. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  my  friend,  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  than^the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama  for  his  splendid  statement  about 
Dr.  Hugh  H.  Bennett,  who  is.  a  distin¬ 
guished  citizen  of  North  Carolina.  Our 
State  is  proud  of  the  contribution 
which  Dr.  Bennett  has  made  to  the  per¬ 
manent  welfare  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  On  June  26,  I  discussed 
on  the  Senate  floor  somewliat  in  detail 
reductions  made  in  the  agilcultural  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  by  the  House,  of  Repre- 
'sentatives.  I  now  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  CMr.  BeooksI, 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  RussellI, 
and  the  other  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  for  their  effective  work  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  bill.  I  also  wish  to  urge 
the  Senate  to  stand  firm  in  its  efforts  to 
preserve  the  integrity  of  Congress  and 
to  prevent  the  destruction  of  the  farm 
program  heretofore  established.  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  untiring 
efforts  and  statements  of  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  and  all  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  vitally  interested,  in  this 
most  important  question. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  delay  the 
Senate.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
has  read  very  pertinent  excerpts  from 
the  article  by  Dr.  Bennett.  I  caU  atten¬ 
tion  merely  to  one  paragraplr  in  Eh’. 
Bennett’s  airticle,  in  which  he  is  speak¬ 
ing  about  the  results  of  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  not  only  as  protecting,  preserving 
and  maintaining  the  soil  of  the  Nation, 
but  as  to  helping  the  farmer  to  increase 
the  production  of  food  and  fiber.  Dr. 
Bennett  says: 

Barliei,  more  tban  9.,0QOi  repcesentativfr 
farmers  tn  all  parts  of  the  United.  Staliea  re¬ 
ported  that  ccmaerwatton.  farming  for  3  years 
or  longer  had.  increased  their  per  acre  yields 
of  all  major  crops  hy  almost  36  percent. 
These  reporting  farms  totaled  nearly 
4,000,000  acres.  Representative  per  acre 
increase  fncFuded  more  than  3&  percent  for 
corn  and  nearly  SS.  percent  for  tobacco.  The 
total  acreages  of  the  more  soit-depletiiig  row 
crops — 

We  know  rt  is  crops  like  com,  tobacco, 
and  cotton  that  are  so  soil  depleting — 
consistently  were  cut  down  In  favor  of  grass 
and  other  protective  crops,  but  the  total  pro¬ 
duction  of  such  intertilled  craps  Just  as  con¬ 
sistently  Increased.  Meanwhile  safer  land 
use  and  better,  diversified  farming,  with  more 
livestock  and  pouLtry  comprised  the  most  im¬ 
portant  gain  of  all. 


Mr.  McClellan.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Arkansas,  because  I  know  how  deeply  in¬ 
terested  he  is  in  this  subject.  I  remem¬ 
ber  when  he  and  I  had  the  privilege  of 
serving  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
together  that  we  waged  a  battle  in  the 
House,  side  by  side,  for  soil  conservation. 
I  am  delighted  to  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Arkansas.  If  he  were  not  so  young,  I 
should  say,  the  long-time  friend  of  soil 
conservation. 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  The  Senator  is  discussing  now 
amendment  42,  which  is  in  disagreement. 
I  want  to  get  a  little  information,  if  the 
Senator  can  give  it  to  me,  regarding  the 
proposal  to  limit  payments  this  year  to 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $500  to  any  one 
individua].  Is  that  still  in  the  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  HILL,  As  I  imderstand,  it  is  still 
in  the  amendment,  and  that  amendment 
is  to  be  voted  upcm.  The  Senate  will  have 
an  opportunity  to  vote  on  it.  I  hope  it 
will  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  unanimously  rejected.  That  is  in 
the  amendment,  and,  as  the  Senator 
knows,  the  provision  in  itself  is  a  breach 
of  faith.  It  is  a  violation  of  our  promise. 
It  is  a  breach  of  the  contract  with  the 
farmers.  One  may  not  contract  with  an¬ 
other  party  and  then,  without  consulting 
him  and  without  obtaining  his  consent, 
change  the  contract,  inserting  a  provi¬ 
sion  that  was  not  in  the  contract  origi¬ 
nally  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McClellan.  That  is  just  the 
point  I  wanted  to  raise.  If  we  are  under 
contract  for  approximately  $30G,0G&,000, 
for  which  the  Agriculture  Department 
was  instructed  to  plan  the  program  this 
year,  then  we  are  certainly  under  obliga¬ 
tion  not  to  limit  the  benefits  to  any  indi- 
vrdual,  unless  notice  or  admonition  was 
given  of  it  at  the  time  of  the  planning  of 
this  year’s  program.  I  have  insisted  we 
ought  to  keep  faith  with  the  farmers  this 
year.  If  it  is  a  program  that  we  feel  we 
can  begin  to  reduce,  then  we  should  indi¬ 
cate  on  what  basis  the  program  ought  to 
be  planned  for  next  year. 

Mr.  HILL.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me 
to  interpose  a  moment? 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  is  absolutely 
correct.  We  should  keep  faith,  no  mat¬ 
ter  what  the  cost.  We  are  now  beyond 
any  question  of  cost. 

Mr.  McClellan.  The  cost  is  limited 
by  the  program  planned. 

Mr.  HILL.  It  is  certainly  limited  by 
the  program  planned,  to  which  we  sol¬ 
emnly  committed  ourselves.  We  must 
keep  faith.  The  Senator  perhaps  heard 
the  distinguislied  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Youks]  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Government  paid  out — this 
same  United  States  Government,  now 
that  proposes  to  breach  its  contract  and 
to  breach  its  faith — ^the  United  States 
Government  paid  out  $6,500,000,000  to 
American  industry,  to  protect  and  to  save 
harmless  American  industry  from  losses 
as  the  result  of  reconversion  following 
the  war.  We  pay  today  $6,500,000,000  to 
Amerfcan  industry.  If  we  were  to  spend 
$300,000,000  for  the  soil-conservation 
program  the  sum  of  $6,500,000,000  would 
carry  on  that  program  for  more  than  20 


years.  Yet  we  quibble,  dawdle,  and  de¬ 
lay.  We  talk  about  breaching  our  con¬ 
tract  now  by  faiMng  to  provide  for  the 
continuance  for  1  year  of  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  program. 

Mr.  McClellan.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  wish  to  make  the 
observation  that  I  believe  the  program  is 
one  which  should  be  reconsidered  and 
reexamined  from  time  to  time.  Having 
made  the  commitment,  however,  I  can¬ 
not  bring  myself  to  break  the  contract, 
because  it  is  a  contract  just  as  truly  as 
any  other  Government  contract  which 
may  have  been  executed.  I  shall  vote, 
and  I  hope  the  final  outcome  will  be  to 
pay  the  farmers  in  full  on  the  program 
as  planned  for  the  present  year.  Mr. 
President,  I  am  anxious  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  be  continued,  even  though  it  may 
be  curtailed  to  the  extent  indicated  by 
the  Senate  amendment,  even  to  $150,- 
000,000  for  the  next  year.  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  stop  the  program  abruptly. 
It  has  done  too  much  good  to  be  stopped. 
It  would  be  an  unwise  policy  to  do  so. 
We  are  hoping,  of  course,  that  in  a  few 
years  the  farmers  will  be  able  to  handle 
the  matter  alone,  without  Government 
assistance,  but  until  then  the  program 
should  not  be  wrecked. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Alabama  for 
yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to 
thank  my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas,  for  the  contribution  he  has  made. 
He  has  voiced  the  sentiments  which  I 
was  trjdng  to  express,  that  there  should 
be  no  breach  of  the  promise  we  have 
made.  We  should  keep  faith  with  the 
farmers  and  carry  out  to  the  letter  the 
soil-conservation  program. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  an  article  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Montgomery  Advertiser,  of 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  telling  of  a  survey 
which  was  made  in  Crenshaw  County, 
Ala.,  and  describing  all  the  benefits  to  the 
farmers  of  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram.  In  addition  to  the  many  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  land,  the  survey  showed  that 
for  every  dollar  the  Government  put  into 
the  program  the  fanner  received  a  re¬ 
turn  of  about  $16.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  article  may  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  following  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Lodge  in  the  chair> .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.> 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  to  return 
for  a  moment,  if  I  may,  to  the  article 
written  by  Dr.  Bennett,  I  call  attention 
to  one  paragraph.  We  are  speaking  of 
the  farmer  today.  We  must  not  forget 
that  what  affects  the  farmer  affects  the 
economy  of  the  whole  community.  It 
affects  the  economy  and  welfare  of  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  country. 
Dr.  Bennett  very  aptly  said; 

The  typical  American  community — except 
for  certain  Industrial  centers — depends  on 
tfie  farms  or  randies  around  it  for  Its  busi¬ 
ness  prosperity.  Such  improved  Income  as 
r  have  referred  to  means  better  living  for  the 
farmer  and  better  business  for  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  merchants-,  bankers,  doctors,  lawyers, 
newspapers,  labor,  everybody.  It  means 
better  schools  and  more  support  for  teach¬ 
ers.  And  that  chain  of  increased  -wealth 
likewise  extends  to  Increased  tax  revenues 
to  Government. 
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In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  we  could 
not  be  dealing  with  any  subject  today 
more  fundamental  to  the  life  of  our  Na¬ 
tion,  or  with  any  subject  which  more 
vitally  affects  the  whole  economy  of  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  than  the 
question  of  agriculture  and  of  the  soil- 
conservation  program. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  delay  the 
Senate  further  except  to  say  that  today, 
through  cropping,  leaching,  and  erosion 
more  than  twice  as  much  plant  food  is 
being  taken  out  of  the  soil  of  the  United 
States  as  is  being  put  back.  An  indi¬ 
vidual  who  draws  twice  as  much  out  of 
his  bank  accoimt  as  he  puts  in  will  soon 
face  bankruptcy.  The  trend  in  the  coun¬ 
try  today  is  toward  soil  bankruptcy.  In 
other  words,  if  we  continue  to  proceed 
as  we  are  now  in  the  removal  of  plant 
food  from  the  soil  of  the  United  States 
we  will  face  soil  bankruptcy. 

Ml'.  President,  there  are  just  two  forces 
which  destroy  nations  and  civilization. 
One  is  an  invading  army.  The  other  is 
the  destruction  of  the  soil.  We  are 
spending,  as  I  believe  we  should  be  spend¬ 
ing,  billions  of  dollars  for  our  national  de¬ 
fense,  in  order  to  keep  ourselves  strong 
from  a  military  standpoint.  Surely  we 
should  spend  what  is  relatively  almost  a 
pittance  to  maintain  the  fertility  of  our 
soil  and  the  strengthening  of  our  national 
economy. 

We  talk  much  today  about  the  atomic 
bomb,  and  we  are  frightened  by  the 
thought  of  the  atomic  bomb.  We  know 
that  our  Nation  and  our  civilization  could 
be  destroyed  by  the  atomic  bomb.  But, 
Mr.  President,  our  Nation  and  our  civili¬ 
zation  will  be  destroyed  just  as  surely, 
albeit  a  bit  more  slowly,  if  we  do  not  pre¬ 
serve  our  soil.  I  protest  this  effort  to.  de¬ 
stroy  our  soil-conservation  program,  it  is 
a  wasteful,  a  destructive  effort,  and  I  urge 
the  Senate  to  stand  fast  by  these  amend¬ 
ments.  I  urge  that  a  yea-and-nay  vote 
be  taken,  and  that  the  Senate  vote  unan¬ 
imously  to  stand  by  the  soil-conservation 
program. 

Exhibit  A 

[Prom  the  Montgomery  Advertiser  of  June 
11,  1947) 

CRENSHAW  SOIL  CONSERVATION  RETURNS  $16  FOR 
$1  TO  UNITED  STATES 

(By  Rachel  Llghtfoot) 

Luverne,  Ala.,  June  10. — Crenshaw  County 
farmer  committeemen,  Willie  L.  Slaughter, 
chairman;  Eustace  E.  Rhodes,  vice  chairman; 
and  O.  D.  Martin,  member,  and  PMA  workers 
recently  set  out  to  answer  the  question;  Are 
AAA  soil-building  payments  to  farmers  a 
sound  Investment  for  the  Government  to 
make?  Their  purpose  was  to  determine  the 
return  per  dollar  invested  by  the  Government 
in  each  of  the  soil-building  practices  being 
carried  out  in  the  county. 

Meeting  with  the  farmer  committeemen 
were:  J.  M.  Sasser,  country  administrative  of¬ 
ficer:  J.  A.  McLeod,  county  agent:  J.  K.  Keller, 
Soil  Conservation  Service  representative:  and, 
M.  L.  Reddoch  of  FHA. 

In  making  this  analysis,  both  farmers  and 
agricultural  workers  were  consulted.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  things  figured  in  evaluation  of  the 
Government’s  Investment  In  conservation 
through  AAA  practices:  Application  per  acre, 
price  per  ton  of  materials,  yield  per  acre.  In¬ 
creased  yield  per  acre,  experimental  result 
figures,  estimated  life  of  results  from  prac¬ 
tice.  and  what  farmers  said  their  results  were. 

Using  these  points  to  figure  the  value  of 
the  practices,  the  group  obtained  these  soil¬ 


building  values:  Winter  legumes,  permanent 
pasture,  and  serlcea  lespedeza,  $30  per  acre: 
kudza,  $25  an  acre;  18  percent  phosphate,  $25 
per  ton;  agricultural  limestone,  $15  per  ton; 
basic  slag,  $20  per  ton:  100  feet  terraces,  $3; 
and  100  Jeet  of  drainage  ditches,  $100. 

In  Crenshaw  County,  the  PMA  to  date  this 
year  has  spent  $49,251.22  and  farmers  have 
spent  $14,700  In  establishing  winter  legumes, 
permanent  pasture,  serlcea  lespedeza  and 
kudza;  in  applying  agricultural  limestone, 
basic  slag  and  superphosphate;  in  construct¬ 
ing  terraces  and  drainage  ditches.  Under  PMA 
the  cost  of  carrying  out  soil-building  prac¬ 
tices  is  shared  jointly  by  the  Government 
and  the  farmer. 

The  total  value  of  these  practices  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  $795,900.  This,  compared  with  a 
Government  Investment  of  $49,251.22,  shows 
a  return  of  $16  for  every  dollar  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  Invested  in  Crenshaw  County  this 
year. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  add  a  word  to  the  statements  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill] 
and  other  Senators  who  have  preceded 
me  concerning  the  soil-conservation 
amendment.  There  are  several  amend¬ 
ments  which  are  in  disagreement  be¬ 
tween  the  Senate  and  the  House  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  agricultural  appropriation 
bill.  As  I  understand,  the  amendment 
now  under  consideration  is  amendment 
No.  42,  dealing  with  soil-conservation 
payments  which  apply  to  most  of  the 
1947  crop-year  program  and  to  the  1948 
crop-year  program.  There  are  other 
amendments  to  which  I  wish  to  refer 
while  I  am  on  my  feet.  One  of  them 
deals  with  the  National  School-Lunch 
Act,  which,  like  the  soil-conservation- 
payment  amendment,  is  in  disagreement 
between  the  House  and  Senate  members 
of  the  conference  committee,  and  an¬ 
other  relates  to  the  REA  extension.  I 
do  not  see  the  latter  amendment  on  the 
list  of  those  appearing  at  this  point  in 
the  report.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  whether  the  Senate 
members  of  the  conference  committee 
receded  respecting  the  REA  appropria¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
I  might  explain  that  we  receded  on  the 
$25,000,000  provision,  but  an  explana¬ 
tion  should  be  given  to  the  Senate..  It 
should  be  explained  to  the  Senate  that 
that  was  not  a  part  of  the  Budget  re¬ 
quest  for  the  loaning  authority. 

I  read  from  the  justification  which 
was  presented: 

The  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  Is  re¬ 
quired  In  order  to  provide  sufficient  collat¬ 
eral  to  support  the  amount  to  be  borrowed 
from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  pursuant  to  section  3  (a)  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  Act  of  1936, 
as  amended.  That  section  provides  that; 

“No  such  loan  shall  be  in  an  amount  ex¬ 
ceeding  85  percent  of  the  principal  amount 
outstanding  of  the  obligations  constituting 
the  security  therefor.” 

In  accordance  with  this  formula,  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  must  pledge 
to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
collateral  valued  at  $1,176.47  in  order  to  bor¬ 
row  $1,000.  At  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
1948,  assuming  the  advance  of  all  funds  au¬ 
thorized,  it  is  estimated  that  the  principal 
amount  outstanding  to  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  will  be  approximately 
$1,043,867,854.  The  collateral  required  to 
support  the  principal  amount  outstanding 
will  be  $1,228,079,829.  The  estimated  collat¬ 
eral  available  at  that  time,  assuming  an  ap¬ 


propriation  of  $25,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
1948,  will  be  $1,238,291,432. 

The  House  provided  that  they  need 
not  go  to  the  RFC,  but  might  borrow  di¬ 
rectly  from  the  Treasury,  and  might  put 
up  only  100-percent  collateral  for  what¬ 
ever  money  they  wanted  to  borrow.  We 
have  merely  elirpinated  the  $25,000,000, 
which  was  asked  for  collateral  which 
was  no  longer  needed.  We  did  not  re¬ 
duce  the  loan  authority  for  which  the 
Budget  Bureau  asked. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  a  very  clear  explanation.  I  am  sorry 
that  the  committee  receded  on  the  $25,- 
000,000  item.  However,  as  I  understand, 
the  House  receded  on  the  administrative 
expense  item,  which  was  increased  from 
$4,000,000  to  $5,000,000. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  House  receded  on 
that  question. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  mention  that,  al¬ 
though  it  is  not  the  particular  amend¬ 
ment  wfiich  is  under  consideration  at 
the  moment,  because  I  wished  to  refer  to 
it  briefly  in  the  few  remarks  I  shall  make. 
I  understand  that  it  will  be  before  the 
Senate  in  a  few  minutes,  after  the  soil- 
conservation  amendment  is  considered 
and  disposed  of. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  restored  the  cut 
which  the  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  had  made  in  the  estimates,  par¬ 
ticularly  with  respect  to  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  the  REA,  and  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  I,  like  many  other  Members  of  this 
body,  felt  very  much  encouraged.  The 
cut  of  those  three  budget  estimates, 
namely,  for  soil  conservation,  the  REA, 
and  the  school-lunch  program,  was  de¬ 
plored  by  many  of  us  when  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  made  the  cut. 
But  when  it  was  restored  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations  we  felt 
hopeful  that  no  further  effort  or  fight 
would  have  to  be  made.  We  felt  that  the 
restoration  would  stay  in  the  bill.  So  it 
is  with  a  feeling  of  very  keen  disappoint¬ 
ment  that  I  learn  that  the  House  con¬ 
ferees  refuse  to  agree  to  the  Senate 
amendments  and  restore  the  cuts. 

Before  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  made  its  report,  before  it  con¬ 
cluded  its  work  on  these  three  items,  and 
while  the  question  was  still  being  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  committee,  I  listened  with 
more  than  ordinary  interest  to  a  very 
fine,  well-prepared,  and  well-thought- 
out  speech  which  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Bushfield]  delivered  in  this 
Chamber.  It  provoked  a  great  deal  of 
comment  among  his  colleagues.  In  that 
speech  he  called  for  the  restoration  of  all 
the  money  which  had  been  cut  from  the 
budget  estimate  by  the  House  commit¬ 
tee.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  almost  as  if  in  response  to  his 
appeal,  within  a  very  short  time  there¬ 
after  restored  the  cut.  So  it  was  with  a 
feeling  of  considerable  disappointment 
that  we  learned  that  the  House  confer¬ 
ees  had  refused,  upon  further  considera¬ 
tion  at  this  late  date  in  the  present  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Congress,  to  restore  the  cut. 

Mr.  President,  we  seem  to  find  money 
for  other  purposes;  indeed,  we  seem  to 
find  money  for  purposes  which  are  al¬ 
most  fantastic.  We  appropriate  it  and 
see  It  expended.  Yet  we  allow  the  budget 
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estimate,  which  of  itself  was  low  enough, 
to  be  cut  with  respect  to  three  of  the 
most  important  items  that  could  possibly 
be  imagined,  namely,  soil  conservation, 
the  REA,  and  the  school-lunch  program. 
In  the  years  that  these  programs  have 
been  in  effect  each  has  made  an  out¬ 
standing  contribution  to  the  advance¬ 
ment  of  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
the  country. 

With  respect  to  the  soil -conservation 
amendment,  which  is  under  immediate 
consideration,  the  cut  should  be  restored. 
From  any  standpoint  of  looking  at  the 
question,  and  however  we  express  our 
view  with  respect  to  it,  we  cannot  afford 
to  let  this  cut  stand.  I  do  not  say  that 
merely  by  way  of  using  a  phrase.  When 
I  say  we  cannot  afford  it,  I  mean  it  em¬ 
phatically.  We  cannot  afford  it  for  many 
reasons. 

Throughout  the  past  15  years,  during 
which  one  of  the  greatest  farm-develop¬ 
ment  programs  that  this  or  any  other 
country  ever  saw  has  been  in  progress, 
we  have  seen  farms  all  over  the  Nation 
reclaimed  and  saved.  We  have  seen 
farms  which  produce  the  food  which  our 
Nation  consumes  or  sells  to  other  na¬ 
tions  improved  and  made  more  and  more 
productive.  We  have  seen  wasteland 
reclaimed,  and  a  new,  fertile,  productive 
topsoil  placed  thereon,  as  a  carpet  might 
be  placed  over  a  floor — a  productive  top¬ 
soil  which  produces,  in  response  to  man’s 
efforts,  more  and  more  grain.  During 
the  past  few  years  we  have  seen  farm¬ 
ing  developed  from  an  operation  of 
drudgery  to  one  which  produces  a  rea¬ 
sonable  amount  of  contentment  and 
ease.  We  have  seen  farm  income  in¬ 
creased  until  farming  has  now  become 
a  business  in  which  more  and  more  peo¬ 
ple  take  an  interest.  A  man  must  be 
encouraged  in  his  efforts  by  being  paid 
for  the  work  which  he  does. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  3neld  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  desire  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  comes  from 
the  TVA  area  and  is  quite  familiar  with 
the  fertilizer  situation,  if  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  soil  conservation  is  even  more  im¬ 
portant  at  this  time  than  ever  before, 
because  of  the  lack  of  fertilizer  mate¬ 
rials,  particularly  the  lack  of  nitrates 
and  other  ingredients  employed  in  the 
manufacture  of  fertilizer  which  have 
been  used  to  help  to  build  up  farms  in 
previous  years? 

Mr.  STEWART.  That  is  true.  I  was 
coming  to  that  a  little  later  on.  I  am 
glad  the  Senator  interrupted  me  at  this 
moment.  I  shall  take  only  a  few  min¬ 
utes,  but  I  intended  to  mention  that,  for 
the  reason  that  the  production  of  ferti¬ 
lizer  in  this  country  is  highly  important. 
The  importance  of  the  use  of  fertilizer 
Is  something  which  this  Nation  is  just 
now  beginning  to  learn.  We  are  becom¬ 
ing,  so  to  speak,  fertilizer-conscious. 
Nothing  is  more  important  than  the  use 
of  scientifically  prepared  fertilizer.  Re¬ 
alizing  its  importance,  I  joined  in  the 
introduction  of  a  bill,  together  with  a 
number  of  other  Senators,  which  has  for 
its  purpose  the  setting  up  of  a  national 
soil-fertility  program,  based  upon  an  ex¬ 
perimentation  of  approximately  5  years. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  is  so 
well  versed  regarding  the  fertilizer  situ¬ 
ation  that  I  should  like  to  ask  him  to 
enlighten  us  regarding  the  nitrate  situ¬ 
ation.  The  Senator  is  well  aware  of  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  tremendous  shortage 
of  food  throughout  the  world.  A  con¬ 
siderable  quantity  of  the  nitrates  pro¬ 
duced  by  TVA  during  the  past  year  was 
bought  by  the  Army  and  shipped  over¬ 
seas  for  the  rebuilding  of  the  countries 
with  the  rehabilitation  of  which  Amer¬ 
ica  is  charged.  On  the  other  hand,  com¬ 
ing  from  a  seaport  city,  I  know  that  the 
enoiTnous  imports  of  Chilean  nitrates 
have  declined.  Every  effort  was  made 
this  year,  through  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  and  through  representatives  of 
the  Chilean  Nitrate  Association,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  of  nitrates,  but  in 
spite  of  that,  and  because  of  the  in¬ 
creased  acreage  in  this  country,  there 
has  been  a  tremendous  shortage  in  the 
Midwest.  I  hope  the  Senator,  who  is  so 
well  informed  regarding  the  situation  in 
the  TVA,  will  speak  more  about  that. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  proffer  a 
unanimous-consent  request  and  offer  a 
resolution  which  I  have  already  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Lucas]? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  pending 
business  may  be  temporarily  laid  aside 
and  that  the  Senate  may  proceed  with 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  joint 
resolution  which  I  send  to  the  desk  re¬ 
garding  the  appointment  of  Robert 
Flemming. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Lodge  in  the  chair) .  The  clerk  will  read 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may 
have  permission,  I  wfll  withdraw  my  re¬ 
quest  and  the  resolution  which  I  have 
submitted. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jdeld? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  inquire  of  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  why  he  withdraws  his  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  WHITE.  Because  I  found  that 
there  was  not  unanimity  of  approval  of 
my  course  of  action. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
to  say  that  someone  is  objecting  to  the 
appointment  of  Robert  Fleming? 

Mr.  WHITE.  No;  but  someone  was 
not  enthusiastic  about  the  course  of  ac¬ 
tion  which  I  have  suggested. 

Ml-.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  with  reference  to  the  shortage 
of  nitrates  throughout  the  country  is 
correct ;  there  has  been  a  serious  short¬ 
age.  We  have  been  shipping  nitrates 
and  other  fertilizer  materials,  including 
phosphate  rock,  and  so  forth,  to  Europe, 
to  Korea,  to  Spain,  and  possibly  to  China, 
and  other  foreign  countries.  Those 
countries  at  least  have  received  ship¬ 
ments  of  fertilizer  from  the  United 
States.  Such  shipments  have  produced 


a  shortage  here  w’hich  has  been  very 
serious.  It  has  been  claimed  that  our 
shipments  abroad  have  not  been  very 
much  greater  in  amount  than  have  ship¬ 
ments  which  have  occurred  in  other 
years.  Whether  that  is  true  I  do  not 
know,  but  in  this  country,  there  has  been 
brought  about  a  tremendous  shortage, 
largely  because  of  increased  demands  for 
fertilizer  due  to  the  fact  that  we  have 
become  fertilizer-conscious  and  are  using 
it  more  and  more  ail  the  time. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  able  Senator  from  Tennessee  that 
the  Appropriations  Committee  which  is 
now  considering  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  for  relief  to  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  in  the  matter  of  foodstuffs  and 
other  articles  identifled  with  them,  has 
inserted  a  provision  that  wherever  possi¬ 
ble  and  practicable  articles  for  foreign 
relief  shall  come  from  those  of  which 
there  is  a  surplus  in  this  country  and 
shall  be  selected  so  as  to  aid  wherever 
possible  the  national  economy.  While  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  that  will  pre¬ 
clude  the  purchase  of  fertilizers  which 
are  badly  needed  here,  it  does  give  direc¬ 
tion  to  the  piurchase  of  relief  supplies  for 
use  abroad  along  lines  which  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  am  glad  to  have  that  information.  I 
hope  it  applies  to  fertilizer;  and  I  take  it 
that  it  will.  At  least  the  Senator  says,  as 
I  understand,  that  the  articles  shipped 
abroad  must  be  in  surplus  supply. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  No.  We  do  not  say 
"must,”  because  it  might  be  that  if  we 
drew  it  so  tightly  some  article  which  is 
not  in  surplus  would  have  to  be  included 
in  the  shipment,  but  it  is  provided  that  in 
furnishing  these  relief  supplies  they  shali 
be  selected  so  as  to  aid  the  national  econ¬ 
omy  wherever  possible  and  shall  be  tak¬ 
en  from  surpluses  wherever  possible  and 
practicable.  They  could  still  select 
things  which  are  in  short  supply,  but 
they  are  directed  not  to  do  that  if  they 
can  And  any  other  way  to  serve  the  same 
purpose  with  articles  that  are  not  in 
short  supply. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
That  shows  how  the  committee  feels 
about  it.  I  feel  the  same  way,  and  I  am 
sure  most  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
feel  that  way.  I  have  discussed  the  fer¬ 
tilizer  shortage  privately  among  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body  to  such  an  extent  that 
I  feel  that  the  report  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  will  be  received  with  approval. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  sdeld? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
ator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Whether  we  ship  1 
ton  of  fertilizer  or  100,000  tons,  or  none 
at  all,  it  would  still  be  in  short  supply  be¬ 
cause  of  the  increased  acreage  the  farm¬ 
ers  undertook  to  cultivate  in  order  to  win 
the  war  and  because,  during  the  war 
period,  they  suffered  from  lack  of  new 
farm  machinery  and  other  essential 
things.  So  the  point  that  the  Senator 
and  I  are  trying  to  make  is  that,  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  fertilizer  is  shipped,  now 
as  never  before  the  soil  conservation 
program  is  needed,  so  that  the  cover 
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crops,  particularly  those  which  contrib¬ 
ute  nitrogen  to  the  soil,  can  be  used  to 
build  up  the  soil. 

Mr.  STEWART.  That  is  absolutely 
correct.  The  Senator  never  made  a  more 
nearly  100-percent  correct  statement  in 
his  life.  We  have  increased  the  culti¬ 
vated  acreage  in  this  country  throughout 
the  past  few  years.  We  have  increased 
the  use  of  fertilizer  because  of  the  educa¬ 
tional  program  in  connection  with  it 
which  has  been  carried  on,  and  we  have 
therefore  created  a  much  larger  demand 
for  fertilizer  than  has  ever  before  been 
known.  The  excuse  for  shipping  fertili¬ 
zer  overseas,  as  I  understand,  is  that  it 
will  enable  farmers  to  produce  more  food 
over  there.  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
idea  is  far-sighted.  It  might  be  well  not 
only  to  keep  and  use  the  fertilizer  here, 
and  thus  create  an  additional  market  for 
our  own  farmers  and  others  who  produce 
the  articles  which  we  sell  abroad,  but 
also,  Mr.  President,  to  enable  us  to  con¬ 
tinue  our  long-range  planning  in  the 
use  of  fertilizer.  In  the  past  few  years  we 
have  learned  more  about  the  use  of  fer¬ 
tilizer  than  we  have  ever  known  before. 
During  the  committee  hearings  on  the 
fertilizer  bill,  it  was  almost  pathetic,  to 
my  mind,  to  hear  the  testimony  of  some 
persons  who  were  opposed  to  the  use  of 
fertilizer  because  they  thought  that  only 
rain  and  sunshine  were  needed  to  pro¬ 
duce  crops. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  wish  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  during  the  war  the 
farmers  were  asked  by  the  Government, 
including  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  various  congressional  committees, 
to  plant  additional  acreage.  Most  of  the 
crops  they  planted  in  accordance  with 
that  request  were  what  we  know  as  soil- 
depleting  crops.  That  is  correct;  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  STEWART.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  In  other  words,  more 
tobacco,  more  cotton,  and  additional 
amounts  of  other  soil-depleting  crops 
were  planted.  Nevertheless,  despite  that 
fact,  now  an  attempt  is  being  made  to 
do  away  with  this  service,  at  a  time  when 
it  is  both  possible  and  necessary  to  plant 
peas  and  other  nitrogen-restoring  crops, 
cover  crops,  and  others. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  the 
attempt  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for 
the  soil-conservation  program  is  clear 
evidence  of  shortsightedness  to  an  extent 
that  to  my  mind  is  utterly  appalling.  In 
recent  years  we  have  learned  many 
things  about  the  use  of  fertilizer,  things 
previously  unknown  by  most  of  our  peo¬ 
ple.  In  the  first  place,  the  farmers  have 
learned  of  the  need  of  fertilizer.  In  re¬ 
cent  years  many  of  the  farmers  have 
learned  that  if  they  use  fertilizer  they 
can  increase  the  amount  of  crops  they 
can  grow  on  their  farms.  Moreover,  they 
have  learned  that  different  types  of  fer¬ 
tilizer  are  adaptable  to  different  types  of 
soil,  and  that  different  types  of  fertilizer 
are  necessary  for  different  types  of  crops. 
One  type  of  fertilizer,  they  have  learned, 
will  produce  a  minimum  effect  in  a  cer¬ 
tain  soil  with  a  certain  crop,  while  an¬ 
other  type  of  fertilizer  will  produce  a 


maximum  effect  under  those  circum¬ 
stances.  The  farmers  have  also  learned 
that  different  types  of  fertilizer  will  not 
only  increase  the  amount  of  crops  pro¬ 
duced  on  a  given  acreage,  but  will  actually 
accelerate  the  maturity  of  the  crops, 
sometimes  by  2  or  3  weeks. 

Mr.  President,  think  what  we  would 
have  gained  if  adequate  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  had  been  practiced  in  the  Middle 
West,  where  the  recent  floods  have  swept 
so  much  of  the  topsoil  into  the  rivers, 
on  a  one-way  trip  to  the  sea.  The  dam¬ 
age  done  by  those  floods  will  cost  more 
than  the  entire  cost  of  the  TVA  It  is 
evident  that  it  is  necessary  to  use  certain 
types  of  fertilizer  which  accelerate  the 
maturity  of  corn  and  other  crops,  for 
even  after  the  raging  floods  swept  much 
of  the  fine  topsoil  off  the  farms  and  down 
the  Mississippi  into  the  sea,  in  many 
cases  it  would  have  been  possible  to  plant 
a  crop  and,  with  the  use  of  the  proper 
type  of  fertilizer,  to  have  had  the  crop 
mature  in  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Since  the  able  Senator 
from  Tennessee  is  discussing  what  the 
devastating  floods  have  done  to  the  Mid¬ 
dle  West,  I  think  it  only  apropos  that 
I  rise  to  advise  him  briefly  what  I  per¬ 
sonally  know  of  conditions  in  Illinois* 
Sangamon,  and  Mississippi  River  valleys, 
where  I  happen  to  live.  As  the  Senator 
has  well  stated,  the  floods  have  already 
taken  millions  of  tons  of  fine  topsoil  from 
some  of  the  most  fertile  land  in  that 
section  of  the  country,  and  have  carried 
it  into  the  rivers  and  down  to  the  sea  on 
a  one-way  trip,  never  to  return.  Had 
the  Congress  been  farsighted  and  had 
the  courage  to  have  spent  some  money 
in  the  years  gone  by,  practically  all  that 
topsoil  could  have  been  saved;  and 
furthermore,  it  would  have  been  possible 
to  prevent  the  millions  upon  millions  of 
dollars  of  damage  which  has  been  done 
to  both  crops  and  personal  property  be¬ 
longing  to  the  farmers  in  that  section. 
Every  year  we  have  the  same  experience. 
Only  a  few  years  ago  there  was  the  great 
flood  in  the  Ohio  district.  The  Senator 
will  well  remember  the  creation  of  the 
Disaster  Corporation,  whereby  the  Con¬ 
gress  immediately  appropriated  millions 
upon  millions  of  dollars  to  take  care  of 
the  damage  that  had  been  done  as  the 
result  of  those  high  floods.  Yet  we  con¬ 
tinue  to  piddle  along,  insofar  as  any  pro¬ 
tection  from  floods  is  concerned. 

I  do  not  know  whether  any  Member  of 
Congress  yet  has  introduced  proposed 
legislation  to  take  care  of  the  damage 
that  has  been  caused  by  the  floods  this 
year,  but  no  doubt  such  legislation  will 
be  introduced.  If  the  farmers  whose 
farms  have  been  destroyed  almost  over¬ 
night  because  of  an  act  of  God  are  en¬ 
titled  to  $100,000,000  of  relief  from  the 
Congress,  the  Congress  will  appropriate 
It,  with  all  convenient  speed.  If  long 
ago  men  of  courage  and  vision  could  have 
foreseen  the  future  and  then  and  there 
provided  the  money  for  the  building  of 
floodgates  and  dams,  not  only  would  we 
have  saved  the  topsoil,  but,  in  the  long 
run,  we  would  have  saved  millions  and 
perhaps  billions  of  dollars  to  the  Gov¬ 


ernment  and  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  But  even  today  we  do  not  profit 
by  this  sad  experience,  whenever  anyone 
mentions  a  proposed  river-control  proj¬ 
ect,  which  may  cost  $250,000,000  or  per¬ 
haps  $500,000,000  in  order  to  harness 
flood  waters,  to  the  end  that  they  shall 
do  no  more  damage,  we  immediately  en¬ 
counter  opposition  in  the  name  of  econ¬ 
omy. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Nn  doubt  such  proj¬ 
ects  would  have  saved  this  year’s  crop, 
which  probably  already  has  been  washed 
all  the  way  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  once  more? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  been  discussing  the  ferti¬ 
lizer  situation  and  in  view  of  the  state¬ 
ment  the  Senator  from  Maryland  made, 
I  should  like  to  read  a  letter  which  I 
have  received  from  a  former  Govern¬ 
ment  official,  Mr.  C.  C.  Smith,  formerly 
connected  with  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  and  particularly  concerned 
with  European  and  Asiatic  shipments,  in 
connection  with  both  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  and  the  Army.  So 
I  ask  the  Senator  to  yield  to  me  long 
enough  to  permit  me  to  read  the  letter 
into  the  Record  at  this  point. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  make  this  request 
because  all  Senators  should  read  the  let¬ 
ter,  for  Mr.  Smith  knows  more  about  cot¬ 
ton,  in  my  judgment,  than  does  any  other 
man. 

Mr.  Smith’s  letter  reads  as  follows: 

Staple  Cotton  Cooperative 

Association, 

Greenwood,  Miss.,  July  .18,  1947. 
The  Honorable  Burnet  R.  Maybank, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Maybank:  I  am  writing  you 
with  reference  to  the  supply  of  nitrogen  fer¬ 
tilizer  for  the  1948  crop  in  the  South.  I  am 
sure  that  you  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  nitro¬ 
gen  fertilizer  and  side  dressing  material  are 
short  in  South  Carolina  for  the  1947  crop. 
I  believe  the  following  is  constructive  and 
offers  a  possible  solution  of  reasonable  nitro¬ 
gen  fertilizer  and  side  dressing  supplies  for 
the  1948  crop. 

The  Army  is  operating  four  plants  to  pro¬ 
duce  ammonia.  These  plants  are : 

1.  Cactus  Ordnance  Plant,  Sunray,  Tex. 

2.  Morgantown  Ordnance  Plant,  Morgan¬ 
town,  W.  Va. 

3.  Ohio  River  Ordnance  Plant,  Henderson, 
Ky. 

4.  Missouri  Ordnance  Plant,  Louisiana,  Mo. 

I  understand  these  four  plants  have  a  rated 

annual  capacity  of  407,700  tons  of  pure  nitro¬ 
gen,  or  the  equivalent  of  of  1,220,000  tons  of 
ammonium  nitrate. 

The  Army  has  requirements  of  840,000  tons 
of  ammonium  nitrate,  or  its  equivelent,  to 
send  to  Japan,  Germany,  and  the  occupied 
countries.  I  think  the  requirements  for  ex¬ 
ports  of  nitrogen  fertilizer  to  friendly  coun¬ 
tries  amount  to  about  the  equivalent  of  280,- 
000  tons  of  ammonium  nitrate.  If  the  four 
plants  above  produce  their  rated  capacity, 
they  could  supply  ammonia  equivalent  to  all 
the  nitrogen  requirements  for  this  country. 
This  would  leave  all  the  United  States  com¬ 
mercial  production  of  ammonia,  ammonium 
nitrate,  synthetic  nitrate  of  soda,  etc.,  for 
the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 

We  are  informed  that  the  following  Army 
plants  which  can  grain  ammonium  nitrate 
are  not  running,  and  we  indicate  the  possible 
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monthly  production  of  ammonium  nitrate  of 
each: 

Tons 

ammonium 
nitrate 
per  month 


Kingsport,  Tenn _ 11,  600 

Terre  Haute,  Ind -  6, 200 

Milan,  Tenn _  6,  000 

Defense,  Tex.;  Doyllne,  La _  33,  700 


Total . . .  33,  700 


All  these  plants  should  be  placed  in  pro¬ 
duction  and  run  to  capacity. 

We  understand  the  Defense,  Tex.,  and  Doy- 
line.  La.,  plants,  now  leased  by  Lion  Oil  Co. 
and  producing  ammonium  nitrate,  are  being 
released  shortly  to  the  Army.  Certainly  these 
plants  should  be  kept  in  maximum  produc¬ 
tion  by  the  Army.  We  understand  also  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  has  some  experimental  work 
at  the  Louisiana,  Mo.,  ordnance  plant,  but 
that  this  plant  can  produce  an  additional 
4,700  tons  of  ammonium  nitrate  per  month. 

I  realize  the  Army  may  have  labor  troubles, 
tank-car  troubles,  etc.  These  can  be  over¬ 
come  if  there  is  a  will  to  do  so.  It  is  possible 
that  some  of  these  plants  may  be  higher  in 
costs  than  others,  but  it  is  cheaper  to  ship 
fertilizer — even  at  a  high  price — and  let  the 
occupied  areas  use  their  own  labor  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  food  than  to  ship^the  food  from  the 
United  States.  This  may  require  an  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  appropriations  for  producing 
fertilizer  for  the  occupied  areas.  The  friendly 
nations  pay  for  the  fertilizer,  and  while  such 
nations  want  the  fertilizer  as  cheaply  as  pos¬ 
sible,  they  pay  such  price  as  is  necessary  for 
the  Army  to  produce  it. 

If  you  do  not  Inist  that  the  Army  run  all 
these  plants  to  capacity,  this  country  will  be 
short  of  nitrogen  fertilizer  for  the  1943  crop. 
This  will  apply  to  the  cotton,  hybrid  corn, 
fruit,  vegetable  and  various  other  agricul¬ 
tural  producers  from  nearly  every  part  of  the 
United  States. 

I  know  you  will  be  very  busy  before  the 
Congress  adjourns  late  this  month,  but  I  do 
not  believe  that  you  can  do  anything  that  will 
be  more  helpful  to  the  farmers  of  your  State 
than  to  secure  nitrogen  fertilizer  for  the  1948 
crop. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  in 
the  Chamber,  because  I  know  he  is  in¬ 
terested  in  the  question  of  nitrogen.  I 
wanted  to  call  this  letter  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  and  other 
Senators.  There  has  been  a  shortage  of 
nitrogen  this  year.  There  will  be  a  short¬ 
age  next  year,  and  the  only  thing  that 
can  replace  the  nitrogen  is  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  program.  Farmers  can  per¬ 
haps  plant  some  forms  of  crops  which 
will  place  nitrogen  in  the  soil. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
and  hope  I  have  not  taken  too  much  of 
his  time. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  have  enjoyed  lis¬ 
tening  to  the  Senator  read  the  letter, 
and  to  his  remarks.  I  think  he  has  made 
a  fine  contribution  to  the  debate. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  has  been 
discussing  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  before  this  country  today  and 
it  will  be  discussed  for  many  years  to 
come,  namely,  the  question  of  soil-fer¬ 
tility  policy.  I  am  wondering  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  going  to  discuss  briefly  Senate  bill 
1251. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Yes;  I  plan  to  do 
that.  I  stated  at  the  outset  I  would  pos¬ 
sibly  make  some  reference  to  it. 


Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  is 
going  to  do  that,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  soil-fertility  policy  is  before  us. 
Soil  conservation  and  the  lack  of  proper 
fertilizers  are  Involved  in  the  amendment 
we  are  considering.  I  thought  perhaps 
the  Senator  would  discuss  that  bill. 

What  I  wanted  to  mention  about  the 
bill,  just  briefly — and  I  cannot  say 
whether  or  not  I  will  support  it — is  the 
fact  that  men  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 
Democrats  and  Republicans  who  consid¬ 
ered  anything  but  liberal  in  their  views 
toward  the  Government  going  into  busi¬ 
ness,  have  agreed,  under  this  bill,  that 
the  Government  should  go  into  the  busi¬ 
ness,  at  least  for  a  period  of  5  years,  of 
making  fertilizer  in  a  plant  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  at  a  cost  to  the 
Government  of  $10,000,000,  and  a  cost 
of  some  ten  or  fifteen  million  doUai's 
more  to  administer  the  program  over  the 
period  involved. 

Mr.  President,  to  me  that  is  most  sig¬ 
nificant,  because  most  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  believe  seriously  in  the 
theory  of  free  enterprise  and  free  econ¬ 
omy.  During  the  14  years  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  I  have  heard  my  friends  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  aisle  make  one 
argument  after  the  other  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  en¬ 
croaching  upon  the  system  of  free  enter¬ 
prise.  They  have  constantly  criticized 
the  Government  for  that  very  thing. 
With  some  of  the  criticism  I  have  agreed, 
but  I  undertake  to  say  that  within  the 
short  space  of  time  I  have  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  I  have  never  seen  a 
bin  which  goes  as  far  in  putting  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  into 
business  in  competition  with  free  enter¬ 
prise  as  does  Senate  bill  1251.  I  know 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  one  of 
the  authors  of  the  bill  and  I  am  in  no 
way  reflecting  on  him,  as  being  one  of 
the  authors,  when  I  make  this  statement, 
but  I  think  the  Senator  generally  will 
agree  with  my  statement. 

It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  those  who 
seek  to  pass  legislation  of  this  kind  are 
certainly  reminding  the  American  people 
of  the  lack  of  fertilizers  in  this  country 
in  quantities  sufficient  to  maintain  the 
fertility  of  the  soils.  The  Senators  go 
a  long  way,  and,  as  I  have  said,  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  shall  agree  with  them 
or  not;  I  might,  I  might  not,  I  am  not 
sure  about  the  situation,  because,  as  I 
have  said,  the  bill  puts  the  Government 
into  business  for  at  least  5  years  in  a 
way  which  seems  to  me  carries  some 
serious  objections.  However,  I  do  real¬ 
ize  the  necessity  for  having  more  of  a 
program  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  In 
order  to  have  discussion  continue  some¬ 
what  along  the  lines  pursued  by  the 
Senator  from  Iliinois,  I  shall  new  discuss 
the  fertilizer  bill,  since  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  referred  to  it. 

Senate  bill  1251,  in  which  I  join  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper], 
who  introduced  it  in  behalf  of  him¬ 
self,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry],  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Cooper],  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  Thye],  myself,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken],  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bushfield], 


the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young],  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa, 
[Mr.  Wilson],  was  introduced  in  May 
last.  I  was  somewhat  reluctant  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  introduction  of  the  bill. 
It  is  a  matter  which  has  been  discussed 
for  a  great  many  months,  as  the  Senator 
himself  knows.  There  was  brought  up, 
perhaps  a  year  or  two  ago,  very  soon 
after  the  war  ended,  an  idea  similar  to 
this,  and  so  far  as  I  was  concerned  I 
then  had  a  natural  feeling  of  restraint. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  may  say  to  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  that  the  late  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Alabama,  Mr. 
Bankhead,  and  I  Introduced,  nearly  2 
years  ago,  practically  the  same  bill  as 
the  one  introduced  at  this  session. 
Practically  the  same  bill  was  introduced 
in  the  House  by  the  then  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  Repre¬ 
sentative  Flannagan,  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  did  not  remember 
how  far  back  the  discussions  had  ex¬ 
tended.  I  particularly  recall  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  bill,  which  would  have  established 
a  pilot  plant  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  as  I  recall. 
At  any  rate,  I  approached  the  idea  with 
as  much  reluctance  as  anyone  else  who 
might  feel  that  he  disliked  the  thought 
of  Government  in  business,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  has  expressed  it. 
There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  body — 
and  I  say  it  deliberately  and  premedi- 
tatedly  and  upon  considerable  reflection 
throughout  the  past  year — who  dislikes 
the  idea  of  Government  in  business  more 
than  I  do.  I  dislike  to  see  the  Govern¬ 
ment  encroach  upon  private  business 
interests  as  much  as  any  man  in  this 
body  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  beginning  to  com¬ 
ment  briefly  on  Senate  bill  1251,  and  I 
had  just  said  I  very  sincerely  and  ear¬ 
nestly  feel  that  the  Government  has  no 
right  to  enter  the  field  of  private  busi¬ 
ness.  I  have  said  that  repeatedly.  I 
think  possibly  there  are  men  in  this  body 
who  will  agree  with  me  that  the  best  evi¬ 
dence  we  have  ever  had  of  the  total  fail¬ 
ure  of  the  Government  in  its  effort  to 
engage  in  business  arose  out  of  certain  of 
the  acts  and  omissions  of  the  recently 
deceased  OPA.  I  have  seen  Government 
Interference,  as  many  other  Senators 
have  seen  it,  in  that  agency  and  in  oth¬ 
ers,  until  I  have  become  absolutely  sick 
of  the  idea  of  Government  ownership  or 
Government  management  of  any  type  of 
business.  Yet,  just  the  other  day,  I  read 
an  article  in  a  local  newspaper — other 
Senators  no  doubt  read  it — quoting  one 
of  the  outstandingly  active  organiza¬ 
tions,  known  as  PAG,  as  having  said  that 
it  may  become  necessary  in  the  near  fu¬ 
ture,  from  an  economic  standpoint,  for 
the  Government  to  consider  the  owner¬ 
ship  or  management  of  many  industries. 
Since  I  am  on  the  Senate  floor,  I  shall, 
of  course,  refrain  from  saying  exactly 
what  I  thought:  but  I  can  think  what  I 
thought,  without  being  too  obvious. 

It  was  a  shocking  sort  of  statement  to 
me.  I  hope  the  time  will  never  come 
when  we  shall  have  to  approach  such  a 
proposition  as  that  with  seriousness.  I 
mention  these  things  to  emphasize  the 
feeling  I  have  when  I  consider  that  the 
time  may  come  when  the  Government  of 
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the  United  States  should  embark  upon 
business  enterprises  and  own  and  oper¬ 
ate  the  industries,  and  what  not.  So  I 
say,  in  response  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  that  the  fertilizer 
bill  might  be  an  effort  to  get  the  Goverri- 
ment  into  business,  that  I  approached  it 
with  that  same  feeling.  As  I  reasoned 
it,  in  the  first  place  it  is  a  5-year  pro¬ 
gram.  What  is  its  purpose?  Its  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  educate  farmers  on  the  need 
and  value  of  fertilizer,  the  need  and  val¬ 
ue  of  building  up  the  topsoil,  which 
measures  the  wealth  and  the  richness  of 
this  country  as  nothing  else  does.  It  is 
a  matter  of  education,  and  nothing  else. 
Let  me  emphasize  that  by  repeating  a 
statement  I  have  already  made.  It  was 
rather  pathetic,  when  certain  witnesses 
appeared  before  the  Agriculture  Com¬ 
mittee  testifying  on  this  particular  bill, 
to  hear  them  say  that  fertilizer  was  not 
essential  to  the  growing  of  crops  and  the 
upbuilding  of  the  land,  that  all  that  was 
needed  was  work  and  sunshine  and  rain. 
That  is  the  viewpoint  of  many  farmers 
In  certain  sections  of  the  country.  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama  that  in 
his  section  and  also  in  mine,  we  have 
been  backward  in  the  matter  of  develop¬ 
ing  the  farm  land  as  it  should  have  been 
developed.  The  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  seen  in  his  State,  as  I  have  seen  in 
the  western  portion  of  my  State,  land  de¬ 
voted  to  the  raising  of  cotton  year  after 
year,  until  the  Soil  has  become  so  de¬ 
pleted  that  those  who  cultivate  it  are 
no  longer  able  to  obtain  a  Uvelihood  from 
it.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
whose  State  until  a  few  years  ago  was 
one  of  the  great  cotton-producing  States, 
has  seen  the  result  of  the  neglect  of  the 
land,  until  in  recent  years  the  pea  crop 
outstrips  the  cotton  crop  in  dollar  value, 
if  my  memory  serves  me  right.  It  has 
been  necessary  to  get  away  from  the  con¬ 
tinual  planting  of  a  single  crop,  as  the 
result  of  which  the  richness  of  the  soil 
is  depleted  until  the  land  will  not  yield  a 
livelihood  to  the  farmer  and  to  the  ten¬ 
ants  of  the  farming  living  upon  the  soil. 

I  remember  that  on  one  occasion  since 
I  have  been  in  Congress,  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Department  published  a  bulletin, 
within  the  last  7  or  8  years,  in  the  pre¬ 
war  days,  giving  the  total  amount  in 
dollars  and  cents  received  by  the  aver¬ 
age  farm  family  in  different  States  of 
the  Union.  In  the  State  of  Alabama  it 
was  $85  a  year.  In  my  State  of  Tennes¬ 
see  it  was  about  $90  a  year.  The  South¬ 
ern  States,  producing  cotton  as  they 
have  done  in  the  past,  year  after  year, 
producing  one  type  of  crop,  have  seen 
their  soil  become  impoverished  and  car¬ 
ried  away.  They  have  seen  it  going  on 
its  one-way  trip  down  the  Mississippi 
River.  We  have  come  to  appreciate  the 
work  done  in  the  last  few  years  in  edu¬ 
cating  the  farmers  on  how  to  conserve 
the  soil  and  to  build  it  up  to  a  state  of 
productivity  of  which  we  are  proud,  and 
to  a  degree  of  productivity  which  en¬ 
ables  the  farmer  to  support  himself  and 
his  family. 

As  an  illustration  of  the  value  of  fer¬ 
tilizer,  there  was  a  community,  in  a 
county  that  is  on  the  Alabama  State  line, 
whose  soil  had  been  completely  worn 
away;  its  richness  was  gone,  its  produc¬ 
tive  value  destroyed,  as  the  result  of  con¬ 


tinual  plantings  of  cotton,  peas,  and 
corn.  In  that  little  community  there 
lived  about  60  families.  They  had  worn 
out  the  soil  by  repeatedly  using  it  for 
the  same  crop,  but  without  the  use  of 
fertilizer.  They  had  worn  the  soil  to  the 
point  where  it  almost  refused  to  respond. 
The  bolls  of  cotton  were  small.  The 
stalks  puny.  The  return  for  the  work 
put  forth  was  hardly  worth  the  effort, 
and  finally  many  of  the  younger  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  families  in  the  community 
moved  away  and  sought  work  in  the  sur¬ 
rounding  towns  or  in  the  industrial  East. 
There  10  or  12  years  ago,  stood  dilapi¬ 
dated  houses  and  fallen-down  fences. 

Finally  a  forward-looking  and  well- 
instructed  young  farm  demonstration 
agent  happened  to  come  to  that  county 
and  became  particularly  attracted  to  this 
little  community.  He  met  some  people 
there  in  whom  he  saw  something  and 
whom  he  liked,  and  he  saw  the  immedi¬ 
ate  response  from  them  when  one  day 
he  began  timidly  to  offer  suggestions 
upon  what  might  be  done  respecting 
farming.  He  taught  the  people  the  use 
of  fertilizer.  They  built  up  their  soil. 
They  gave  up  the  one-crop-a-year  sys¬ 
tem.  They  may  still  grow  some  cotton 
there,  but  they  grow  all  kinds  of  crops. 
The  farmers  built  up  the  soil  in  the  com¬ 
munity  and  thereby  built  up  the  com¬ 
munity  itself.  The  soil  now  produces  as 
abundantly  as  almost  any  soil  in  that  sec¬ 
tion,  and  that  represents  pretty  good 
production.  The  homes  have  been  paint¬ 
ed  and  the  fences  rebuit.  A  church  has 
been  built.  Everything  seems  to  have 
taken  on  a  new  sparkle,  and  there  is 
great  enthusiasm  and  interest  among 
the  peopF.  More  than  half  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  the  community  have  paid  income 
taxes  within  the  past  few  years.  That 
is  one  thing  that  the  movement  for  free 
fertilizer  did  in  my  State. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  in  favor  of  put¬ 
ting  the  Government  into  the  fertilizer 
business  or  any  other  kind  of  business. 
I  abhor  such  a  thing.  The  bill  provides 
for  a  5-year  plan.  It  provides  for  the 
building  of  a  pilot  plant  at  Mobile,  Ala., 
which  is  in  close  proximity  to  the  natural 
deposits  of  phosphate  in  Florida,  and 
close  to  waterways  on  which  it  can  be 
hauled  by  barge  much  more  cheaply  than 
by  rail  or  otherwise.  As  I  stated,  it 
would-  be  close  to  the  natural  deposits  of 
phosphate  of  which  it  would  make  use. 
There  might  perhaps  be  another  pilot 
plant  built  in  the  Middle  West  or  at  some 
other  point.  The  program  is  purely  an 
educational  one.  It  provides  that  free 
demonstration  may  be  had  on  not  to 
exceed  2  percent  of  the  farms  in  any  one 
county.  The  farmers  are  to  be  selected 
by  a  local  committee,  through  the  uni¬ 
versity  extension  service  of  the  land- 
grant  colleges.  No  one  is  to  profit  by  it. 
It  is  simply  for  taking  the  demonstration 
to  these  small  farmers  and  letting  them 
actually  see  how  the  program  operates 
and  see  with  their  own  eyes  what  the  use 
of  fertilizer  will  do  when  it  is  applied  to 
corn,  potatoes,  cotton,  or  any  other  crop. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
am  glad  to  have  heard  the  explanation 
given  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  of 


the  program  being  carried  on  in  the 
South.  I  was  glad  to  hear  his  descrip¬ 
tion  of  farming  in  the  South.  I  think  a 
great  many  people  do  not  understand  ex¬ 
actly  how  crops  are  grown.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  some  may  think  that  cotton  grows 
without  any  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
cotton  grower.  If  they  were  to  study  the 
growing  of  cotton  in  the  South,  they 
would  find,  as  the  Senator  has  told  us, 
that  many  farmers  in  the  South  have 
tried  to  raise  cotton  year  after  year  on 
the  same  piece  of  land,  without  rotating 
crops.  The  result  has  been  that  in  a 
great  many  instances  the  farmers  have 
been  obliged  to  discontinue  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  cotton.  The  same  is  true 
of  watermelons.  Many  Senators  have 
bought  watermelons.  Some  watermelons 
may  look  very  good,  but  when  they  are 
cut  open  they  are  found  to  be  lacking  in 
sweetness.  Why  is  that  so?  It  is  be¬ 
cause  the  farmers  have  tried  to  grow 
watermelons  on  the  same  piece  of  land 
year  after  year,  without  any  crop  rota¬ 
tion.  The  farmers  have  now  found  that 
to  grow  the  best  watermelons  other 
crops  must  be  rotated  on  the  land,  be¬ 
cause  if  watermelons  only  are  grown  on 
a  piece  of  land,  they  will  soon  lack 
sweetness. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  me  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  that  I 
myself  bought  such  a  watermelon  the 
other  day,  and  am  now  glad  to  know 
what  the  trouble  with  it  was. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
If  the  watermelon  was  not  sweet,  it  was 
probably  due  to  the  fact  that  there  was 
no  rotation  of  crops  on  the  piece  of  land 
on  which  the  watermelon  was  grown. 
Those  who  have  bought  watermelons 
which  were  sweet  may  know  that  the 
producer  knew  the  proper  way  to  produce 
watermelons.  What  is  true  of  water¬ 
melons,  of  course,  is  true  of  all  other 
crops.  The  provision  of  the  bill  we  are 
now  discussing  does  not,  in  my  opinion, 
go  far  enough.  The  people  of  the 
United  States  have  just  begun  to  be  edu¬ 
cated  along  the  lines  of  proper  agricul¬ 
ture.  If  the  program  now  in  operation 
should  be  cut  off,  not  only  the  farmer's 
but  the  people  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole, 
will  suffer. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  me  so 
I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  a  question? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PULL.  Is  it  not  true  that  when 
a  watermelon  is  grown  on  depleted  soil, 
soil  from  which  most  of  the  top  is  gone, 
in  which  real  plant  food  no  longer  exists, 
the  melons  not  only  lacks  the  sweetness 
which  gives  to  it  a  delightful  and  deli¬ 
cious  taste,  but  it  lacks  nutrition.  It  lacks 
the  minerals  which  should  be  in  the 
watermelon  to  give  it  food  value  for  the 
proper  growth  and  sustenance  of  the 
body.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  knows  that 
there  are  many  doctors  and  scientists 
who  believe  that  one  reason  why  there 
is  today  such  a  rapid  increase  in  many 
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diseases  is  that  our  soil  has  been  depleted 
of  certain  minerals,  of  'certain  plant  food 
content,  and  therefore  our  bodies  are 
not  receiving  the  minerals,  the  food  they 
need.  As  a  result  of  the  lack  of  proper 
plant  food  tlie  human  body  develops 
certain  diseases. 

The  people  of  Deaf  County,  Tex., 
have  little  or  no  caries  m  the  teeth,  no 
decay  of  their  teeth.  Why?  Because  the 
soil  of  that  county  contains  the  minerals 
which  when  taken  into  the  body  prevent 
decay  in  teeth. 

Mr.  President,  we  know  something 
about  the  remarkable  mules  raised  in 
Missouri. 

Mr.  O’DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  me 
so  I  may  make  a  correction  in  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr,  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O  DANIEL.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  that  the  county 
in  question  is  Deaf  Smith  Oounty. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  glad  to  be  corrected. 
It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  the  people  of  that 
county,  by  reason  of  the  minerals  con¬ 
tained  in  its  soil,  do  not  suffer  from  tooth 
decay? 

Mr.  O’DANIEL.  That  is  true. 

Mr,  HILL.  We  know  that  Missouri  has 
contributed  much  to  the  production  of 
mules.  We  know  what  Kentucky  has 
contributed  in  the  way  of  fine  horses. 
The  State  of  Tennessee  also  produces  fine 
mules  and  horses.  The  reason  is  the 
plant  food  contained  in  the  soil  of  those 
States.  That  illustrates  the  need  for  the 
proper  topsoil  and  the  proper  fertilizers 
which  provide  the  needed  minerals  for 
animals  and  human  beings.  Does  not 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  agree 
that  my  statement  is  true? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  It 
is  true,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  HILL.  So  proper  care  of  the  soil 
is  fundamental  to  the  life  and  happiness 
of  oiu-  Nation.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator’s  statements  are  entirely 
correct.  To  prove  what  it  has  meant  to 
my  State,  in  the  past  10  or  15  years  the 
farmers  there  have  gradually  gotten  away 
from  cotton,  until  today  they  make  as 
much  from  tobacco  as  they  did  from  cot¬ 
ton  10  years  ago.  Fmthermore,  the 
farmers  of  my  State  have  engaged  in 
peach  growing.  They  have  found  that 
certain  soil  close  to  the  Piedmont  region 
of  my  State  is  well  adapted  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  finest  of  peaches,  firm 
peaches  that  can  stand  shipment.  This 
is  no  reflection  on  the  State  of  Georgia, 
but  last  year  Spartanburg  County,  S.  C., 
alone  shipped  almost  the  same  number 
of  carloads  of  peaches  as  were  shipped 
by  the  entire  State  of  Georgia. 

I  mention  that  fact  to  show  the  value 
of  diversification.  A  study  should  be 
made  of  our  soil.  No  one  knows  what 
can  be  done  with  it.  It  is  there  for  us. 
God  gave  it  to  us.  If  we  do  not  protect 
it,  and  if  we  permit  it  to  be  washed  away, 
we  shall  suffer  from  such  neglect. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  for  his  very  fine 
contribution.  I  also  thank  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill!  for  his  con¬ 
tributions  and  observations.  He  partic¬ 


ularly  pointed  out  that  the  finest  horses 
in  America,  or  anywhere  on  earth,  are 
grown  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee. 
That  is  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  limestone  and  bluegrass.  The 
limestone  produces  the  bluegrass,  and 
the  bluegrass,  in  turn,  produces  the  best 
horses  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  So 
Nattue  has  shown  us  the  way.  Nature 
has  given  us  an  idea  of  what  it  means 
to  put  in  to  the  soil  fertilizer  which  has 
nutritive  value. 

The  bill  provides,  among  other  things, 
for  the  establishment  of  a  pilot  plant 
at  Mobile,  Ala.  It  provides  for  a  5-year 
program.  At  the  end  of  5  years  the  pilot 
plant  will  be  sold  to  private  industry. 
That  provision  shows  the  good  faith  of 
those  of  us  who  sponsor  the  bill.  We 
do  not  want  the  Government  in  business. 
If  we  can  get  the  bill  out  of  committee, 
I  proposed  to  offer  an  amendment  fur¬ 
ther  to  clinch  the  purpose  of  keeping 
the  Government  out  of  business — fer¬ 
tilizer  or  otherwise.  I  propose  to  offer 
an  amendment  that  if  no  private  piu- 
chaser  appears  at  the  end  of  the  5-year 
period,  when  the  plant  is  to  be  offered 
for  sale,  it  shall  be  turned  over  to  the 
War  Department  and  held  in  stand-by 
condition,  or  used  by  that  Department- 
A  fertilizer  plant  can  be  converted  into 
a  munitions  plant  almost  overnight. 

The  bill  further  provides  that  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  shall  be  charged  with  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  its  provisions.  I  do  not  see  why 
all  the  private  fertilizer  concerns  of  the 
country  are  not  100  percent  behind  the 
bill.  It  is  purely  an  educational  pro¬ 
gram.  At  the  end  of  5  years  there  would 
be  built  up  a  fertilizer  market  which 
would  be  far  beyond  the  ability  of  the 
fertilizer  industry  to  supply. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  sdeld. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  have 
any  feeling  that  this  kind  of  policy  might 
eventually  nationalize  the  fertilizer  in¬ 
dustry? 

Mr.  STEWART.  Does  the  Senator 
Senator  mean  that  it  might  lead  to  Gov¬ 
ernment  operation  of  the  business? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  mean  the  Government 
taking  it  over  completely. 

Mr.  STEWART.  No.  This  sort  of 
program  could  not  be  carried  on  by  pri¬ 
vate  industry.  It  could  not  be  success¬ 
fully  carried  on  by  the  various  States, 
because  State  programs  would  not  be 
uniform.  There  is  not  enough  money, 
incentive,  or  imagination  in  all  the  pri¬ 
vate  fertilizer  industry  to  conduct  such 
a  program.  It  is  Nation-wide.  It  ap¬ 
plies  to  every  State  in  the  Union. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  bill 
to  which  the  Senator  is  referring  would 
be  a  great  boon  to  the  fertilizer  industry? 

Mr.  STEWART.  A  moment  ago  I 
made  the  remark  that  within  5  years’ 
time  the  people  would  become  so  edu¬ 
cated  to  the  use  of  fertilizer  that  the 
private  fertilizer  industry  would  not  be 
able  to  sup^y  the  demand. 


Mr.  HILL.  Is  not  that  shown  by  the 
fact  that  the  fertilizer  industry  has  had 
far  greater  sales  of  fertilizer  in  counties 
and  sections  where  the  TVA  has  demon¬ 
strated  the  value  of  high-grade  ferti¬ 
lizers? 

Mr.  STEWART.  Yes;  that  is  un¬ 
doubtedly  so. 

Mr.  HILL.  'This  demonstration  has 
been  carried  out  to  show  the  great  value 
to  the  owner  of  the  farm  of  the  use  of 
high-grade  fertilizer.  All  the  other 
farmers  living  in  the  community,  the  sec¬ 
tion,  or  the  State  in  which  such  demon¬ 
strations  are  carried  on  see  the  benefits. 
They  see  what  happens  as  the  result  of 
the  use  of  fertilizer,  and  naturally  they 
are  stimulated  to  buy  fertilizer.  'The 
largest  sales  in  the  fertilizer  industry 
have  been  in  sections  and  counties  where 
test  demonstrations  have  been  carried 
on. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  have  not  seen  any 
figures  as  to  the  sales  of  fertilizer  in  va¬ 
rious  sections  of  the  country;  but  there 
Is  no  question  that  this  program  is  purely 
educational.  Tire  small  farmer,  who  is 
himself  unable  to  learn  scientific  meth¬ 
ods  of  fertilization,  can  be  educated  in 
no  better  way  than  by  conducting  a 
demonstration  almost  at  his  front  door, 
showing  him  year  in  and  year  out 
throughout  the  5  years  of  the  program 
what  the  value  of  fertilizer  is'when  ap¬ 
plied  to  his  corn,  wheat,  potatoes,  or 
whatever  crop  he  grows.  Ilie  result  of 
this  educational  program  would  be  to 
make  the  country  fertilizer  conscious  to 
an  extent  never  before  known. 

Dr.  Bennett,  the  greatest  soil  conser¬ 
vationist  in  the  coimtry.  says  that  each 
year  sees  500,000  acres  of  land  turned 
back  to  nature,  turned  back  to  become 
wilderness,  because  its  top-soil  is  washed 
away  by  soil  erosion,  and  because  other 
things  destroy  its  productive  value. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  particularly  im¬ 
pressed  by  Senate  bill  1251,  not  only  be¬ 
cause  of  the  number  of  Senators  who  are 
sponsoring  it,  but  because  it  seeks  to 
stop  the  rapid  rate  of  depletion  of  soil 
fertility,  which  has  been  accelerated  dur¬ 
ing  wartime  production,  and  for  other 
reasons.  The  depletion  of  our  soil  gives 
me  great  concern,  and  causes  me  to  feel 
alarmed.  I  am  led  to  believe  that  per¬ 
haps  there  is  something  in  this  kind  of  a 
program  when  I  see  that  the  bill  is  spon¬ 
sored  by  such  able  Senators  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper],  the 
majority  whip  [Mr.  Wherry],  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  [Mr.  Capper],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye],  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bushfield],  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
YotTNG],  and  my  good  friend  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Wilson].  Certainly  it 
cannot  be  said  that  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper]  is  a  flaming 
liberal  who  wants  the  Government  to  go 
into  business.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
majority  whip,  the  able  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry],  could  be 
charged  with  wanting  the  Government  to 
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go  Into  business  in  competition  with  free 
enterprise. 

Mr.  STEWART.  The  Senator  cannot 
charge  me  with  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  distinguished  chair, 
man  of  the  Agricultural  Committee  tMr. 
Capper]  cannot  be  charged  with  that  sort 
of  an  idea.  Neither  could  my  friend 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bushfield]  be 
charged  with  being  a  New  Dealer, 
Neither  could  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young]  be  charged  with  it, 
I  do  not  think  that  even  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Stewart]  could  be 
charged  with  being  a  flaming  liberal. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  name  of  my  friend 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  Is  on  this  bill. 
He  is  rated  as  one  of  the  progressive  Sen¬ 
ators  and  has  a  wonderful  record  as  a 
progressive.  It  might  be  said  that  he 
leans  a  little  in  that  direction  at  times. 
But  the  amazing  thing  is  to  find  as  spon¬ 
sors  of  the  bill  all  these  other  Senators, 
who  have,  sihce  they  have  been  in  the 
Senate,  continually  denounced,  con¬ 
demned,  and  criticized  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  for  encroaching 
upon  free  enterprise  and  competing  with 
the  free  economy  of  the  country.  The 
New  Deal,  so-called — whatever  it  may  be; 
no  one  has  ever  explained  It  to  me,  but 
it  has  been,  much  talked  about — has  been 
charged  over  and  over  again  with  at¬ 
tempting  to  regiment  everyone  and  take 
over  everything  and  finally  become  a 
dictatorship. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ives 
In  the  chair) .  The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  was  wondering 
whether  the  able  Senator  from  Illinois 
was  addressing  his  remarks  to  the  able 
Senator  from  Tennessee  or  to  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  receiving  the  full  benefit  of  the 
remarks. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Chair  for 
agreeing  with  me.  I  think  it  is  very 
kind  of  him  to  overrule - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  very  magnanimous. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Chair  for 
overruling  the  apparent  point  or  order 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

I  was  merely  making  a  statement.  I 
do  not  see  why  my  good  friend  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  CAPEHART]  should  be  dis¬ 
turbed  about  this,  because  I  am  sure  that 
if  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  had  invited 
him - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  permit  an  in¬ 
terruption,  let  me  say  that  the  Senator 
can  be  heard  much  better  if  he  faces  the 
other  way. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  recognize  that,  but  ap¬ 
parently  both  the  Chair  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  heard  me,  judging  by  the 
remarks  they  have  made.  But  I  can  re¬ 
turn  to  my  seat,  where  I  belong,  under 
strict  parliamentary  rules. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  did  not  hear  what  the  Senator 
said. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  is  that 
the  reason  the  Chair  refused  to  rule  on 
the  point  of  order? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
the  idea. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  appreciate  that.  The 
Chair  apparently  did  not  hear  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Indiana,  either. 

I  was  talking  about  the  distinguished 
Senators  who  are  the  sponsors  of  the 
fertilizer  bill  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee:  and  it  may  be  that  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  feels  a  bit  slighted 
because  he  was  not  invited  to  become  a 
sponsor.  He  comes  from  a  great  agricul¬ 
tural  section  of  Indiana.  I  am  sure  that 
if  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hicken- 
looper]  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]  had  asked  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart]  to  become 
one  of  the  sponsors  he  would  have  joined 
in  the  introduction  of  the  bill,  because 
we  of  the  Midwest  need  a  great  quantity 
of  fertilizer  to  take  care  of  our  rich  soil 
which  is  gradually  being  depleted  and 
eroded  away. 

When  I  was  interrupted  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Indiana,  I  think  I  had  just 
spoken  about  the  able  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bushfield].  I  hope 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  not  leave 
the  Chamber. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
.only  testing  the  acoustics. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I 
thought  perhaps  he  was  going  to  try  to 
convince  the  Senator  from  Indiana  that 
he  ought  to  join  in  the  sponsorship  of 
the  bill.  If  that  is  his  mission,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield  what  little  time  I  have 
left  for  that  purpose. 

But,  in  all  seriousness,  Mr.  President, 
undoubtedly  the  able  Senators  who  have 
advocated  a  certain  philosophy  in  past 
years  must  realize  the  vital  importance 
of  this  kind  of  a  bill  or  they  would  not 
have  permitted  their  names  to  go  on  a 
measure  which  would  put  -the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  for  the  next 
5  years  into  direct  competition  with  the 
fertilizer  Industry. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  I 
must  object  to  lhat  statement.  That 
could  not  possibly  be  true.  Hie  reason 
it  could  not  possibly  be  true  is  because 
the  demand  is  already  10  times  as  great 
as  the  output. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  may  be  incorrect  about 
that,  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
may  be  right.  The  point  I  am  making 
is  this:  If  it  does  not  put  the  Govern¬ 
ment  into  competition,  it  does,  for  the 
first  time  in  my  experience  in  Congress, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  the  Nation’s  his¬ 
tory,  provide  for  the  Government’s  en¬ 
tering  whole  heartedly  into  a  program  to 
spend  approximately  $36,000,000  in  such 
a  program.  That  may  be  good  business. 
I  might  eventually  be  in  favor  of  this 
program,  but  at  this  time  I  am  in  doubt. 
I  am  only  stressing  the  importance  of  it 
because  of  some  of  the  individuals  who 
are  the  sponsors  of  it.  I  am  talking 
about  the  Republican  Senators  who  have 
criticized  over  and  over  again  any  gov¬ 
ernmental  activity  competing  with  pri¬ 
vate  enterprise.  They  are  in  the  major¬ 
ity  now,  and  are  sponsors  of  this  bill 
which  the  Senator  is  so  ably  discussing. 
That  is  the  point  I  wanted  to  make.  I 
thank  the  Senator  for  the  time  he  has 
yielded  to  me.  I  might  be  with  him  in 
the  final  analysis  If  the  bill  is  ever 
brought  to  a  vote. 


Mr.  STEWART.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that.  I  think  we  can  do  a  little  mission¬ 
ary  work  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  always  like  to  talk 
with  missionaries. 

Mr.  STEWART.  It  is  a  missionary 
bill.  It  is  for  the  purpose  for  reaching 
out  and  educating  those  persons  who 
need  to  know  about  the  value  of  fer¬ 
tilizer.  The  great  State  of  Illinois  has 
soil  which  is  extremely  high  in  produc¬ 
tivity  and  in  its  ability  to  produce  the 
great  crops  which  are  so  essential  to 
mankind.  Perhaps  the  Senator’s  State 
does  not  need  fertilizer  as  do  those  States 
which  are  farther  South. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Let  me  say  to  the  able 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  I  do  not 
take  that  position  at  all,  because  there 
is  not  an  acre  of  farm  land  in  America 
today  which  could  not  stand  more  ferti¬ 
lizer  of  some  kind. 

Mr.  STEWART.  That  is  just  the  point. 
I  did  not  mean  to  interrupt  the  Senator, 
but  that  is  one  of  the  points  in  this  fer¬ 
tilizer  program.  The  use  of  fertilizer  is 
becoming  more  and  more  of  a  scientific 
proposition.  Different  classes  of  soils  re¬ 
quire  different  classes  of  fertilizers.  I  am 
not  speaking  as  an  expert;  I  am  speaking 
as  one  who  has  been  advised  by  experts, 
those  who  know.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  great  State  of  Illinois,  like  the  great 
State  of  Indiana,  and  the  great  State  of 
Iowa,  and  other  States  which  we  some¬ 
times  refer  to  as  constituting  the  Nation’s 
“bread  basket,’’  have  some  of  the  finest 
soil  upon  the  face  of  the  earth.  Those 
States  have  attracted  farmers  from  the 
South  in  years  gone  by.  They  have  moved 
to  those  States.  There  are  many  farmers 
in  Iowa  who  have  gone  there  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  because  of  the  fine  natural  rich¬ 
ness  of  the  soil  in  the  State  of  Iowa.  The 
same  is  true  with  respect  to  other  States. 
There  is  a  fertilizer  for  each  type  of  soil 
that  needs  fertilizer  at  all;  and  that  ap¬ 
plies  to  practically  all  soils.  There  is  a 
lesson  to  be  learned,  so  the  scientists  tell 
us,  by  every  man  who  sticks  a  plow  into 
the  soil  for  the  purpose  of  producing 
foodstuffs  for  the  Nation’s  use.  That  is 
why  this  bill  was  introduced.  It  proposes 
a  national  soil-fertility  program.  There 
are  not  sufficient  private  funds  to  estab¬ 
lish  such  a  program.  It  is  a  national  re¬ 
sponsibility.  We  put  up  to  the  farmers 
of  the  Nation  the  responsibility  of  seeing 
that  they  receive  the  benefit  jf  scientific 
knowledge  which  is  available  and  awaits 
only  an  opportunity  to  be  carried  to  them. 
It  has  been  stated  that  $8,000,000  or  $9,- 
000,000  would  be  required  to  construct  a 
private  fertilizer  plant,  and  that  $16,000,- 
000  a  year  would  be  required  to  maintain 
this  program.  If  I  thought  for  a  moment 
that  it  would  put  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  into  the  fertilizer  business,  in  com¬ 
petition  with  private  industry,  I  would  not 
support  the  program.  However,  the  fact 
is  that  every  ton  of  fertilizer  which  would 
be  manufactured  by  the  proposed  pilot 
plant  and  a  dozen  others  like  it,  if  we 
had  them,  would  not  scratch  the  surface, 
so  far  as  the  need  for  fertilizer  through¬ 
out  the  Nation  is  concerned.  Under  this 
proposal,  authority  is  also  given  for  the 
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purchase  of  fertilizer  from  private  con¬ 
cerns,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  this 
educational  program,  which  will  carry 
the  demonstrations  of  the  use  of  fer¬ 
tilizer  into  every  State  of  the  Union,  and 
eventually  into  every  community — in 
short,  carry  it,  if  I  may  borrow  a  phrase 
from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  to  the 
grass  roots.  Mr.  President,  I  like  that 
expression. 

I  was  provoked  by  the  Senator  from  Il¬ 
linois  into  discussing  for  a  little  while  the 
fertilizer  program,  the  soil-fertility  pro¬ 
gram  provided  by  this  bill.  However,  I 
rose  to  discuss  a  somewhat  kindred  sub¬ 
ject,  namely,  whether  we  shall  continue 
this  year  to  pay  the  full  amount  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  agricultural  appropriation 
bill,  as  recommended  by  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  for  the  soil-conservation  program, 
and  whether  next  year,  indeed,  we  shall 
appropriate  any  money  for  that  program. 
I  wish  to  observe  that  it  seems  to  me  we 
are  standing  almost  upon  the  threshold 
of  becoming  fertilizer  conscious,  con¬ 
scious  of  the  importance  of  maintaining 
the  fertility  of  our  soil;  yet  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  cripple  the  program  which 
would  carry  out  that  development:  it  is 
proposed  to  cripple  it  by  refusing  to  ap¬ 
propriate  any  money  for  it  in  1948,  and 
even  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for  this 
year. 

A  moment  ago  I  quoted  Dr.  Bennett, 
who  says  that  each  year  half  a  million 
acres  of  land  go  out  of  production  be¬ 
cause  the  topsoil  washes  away,  and 
thereafter  the  soil  will  not  produce.  Un¬ 
der  such  circumstances,  Mr.  President,  it 
will  not  even  yield  sufficient  foodstuffs 
for  a  tenant  family  to  live  on,  much  less 
to  sell  at  a  profit. 

Certainly  we  have  a  great  responsibil¬ 
ity  to  the  farmers  of  America.  Many 
year’s  ago  we  embarked  upon  this  soil- 
conservation  program.  To  abandon  it 
now,  at  a  time  when  the  whole  world 
is  crying  for  food,  at  a  time  when  the 
breadbasket  of  the  United  States,  the 
rich  middle  section  of  oiu-  country,  has 
literally  been  gutted  by  floods  and  the 
rich  productive  portion  of  that  land  has 
been  washed  away,  would  be  to  give  evi¬ 
dence  of  appalling  and  extreme  short¬ 
sightedness.  So  I  hope  that  will  not  be 
done.  I  hope  every  Member  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  vote  to  instruct  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  to  remain  stead¬ 
fast  in  their  insistence  that  this  amount 
of  money  shall  be  appropriated  for  soil 
conservation  for  this  year  and  next  year. 

ARMY  KEMOUNT  STATIONS 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  for  a  great  many  years  the 
War  Department  has  been  engaged  in 
raising  horses,  and  has  used  former  mili¬ 
tary  reservations  as  the  sites  for  that 
program.  It  is  called  the  Remount  Serv¬ 
ice.  I  think  there  have  been  four  re¬ 
mount  stations  throughout  the  United 
States,  one  at  Front  Royal,  Va.;  one  at 
Fort  Reno,  Okla. ;  one  in  Texas,  as  I  re¬ 
call;  and  one  in  either  Colorado  or  Ne¬ 
braska.  The  War  Department  has  de¬ 
cided  that  it  has  no  further  use  for 
horses  as  a  major  component  of  the 
armed  services  for  the  Army  has  become 
mechanized.  So  the  War  Department 
desires  to  get  rid  of  these  remount 
stations. 


In  the  last  Congress,  I  introduced  a 
bill  providing  for  the  transfer  of  the 
Oklahoma  military  reservation,  at  that 
time  a  remount  station,  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  and  then  to  direct 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  sub¬ 
divide  the  land,  which  constitutes  ap¬ 
proximately  10,000  acres,  into  small 
tracts  and  thereafter  to  dispose  of  them 
to  ex-servicemen,  under  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  During  the 
last  Congress  the  War  Department  was 
not  willing  to  approve  that  bill,  and  was 
not  certain,  so  it  stated  in  its  report,  but 
that  it  would  have  further  use  for  the 
Port  Reno  military  reservation,  which  at 
that  time  was  a  remount  station. 

But  in  the  present  Congress  the  War 
Department  has  gone  on  record  as  being 
through  with  these  remount  stations,  and 
has  recommended  that  the  Congress 
enact  legislation  transferring  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  the  four  re¬ 
mount  stations,  which  formerly  were 
military  reservations. 

The  House  of  Representatives  has 
passed  a  bill  authorizing  and  directing 
such  transfer.  The  House  bill  provides 
that  the  Department  of  Agriculture  shall 
engage  in  a  program  of  producing 
horses,  not  draft  horses,  but  lightweight 
horses.  As  I  construe  the  word  ‘'light¬ 
weight,”  it  means,  riding  horses,  show 
horses,  polo  ponies,  jumping  horses,  race 
horses.  Palomino  horses,  as  I  believe  they 
are  called,  and  Shetland  ponies. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  am 
glad  to  sneld. 

Mr.  THYE.  How  can  we  justify  a 
program  for  the  production  of  so-called 
saddle  horses,  and  how  can  we  justify 
placing  that  program  under  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  when  we  might  well 
conduct  experimental  breeding  and 
management  projects  in  relation  to  draft 
horses,  swine,  and  cattle?  Personally, 
for  the  life  of  me,  I  cannot  understand 
how  we  are  justified  In  carrying  on  such 
a  program  under  the  Department  of 
i^ricultm’e,  now  that  there  is  no  longer 
a  military  need  for  the  remount  service. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  his  contribution.  Prom 
his  statement,  I  take  It  that  he  is  opposed 
to  this  program.  Naturally,  from  my 
statement  one  would  be  justified  in  con¬ 
cluding  that  I,  likewise,  am  opposed  to 
the  program. 

Mr.  President,  if  it  is  desired  to  raise 
horses  in  Texas  and  to  experiment  with 
horses  for  riding  purposes  and  for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  horses  for  hunt 
clubs,  riding  clubs,  race  horses,  trotting 
horses,  show  horses,  and  Shetland  ponies, 
I  have  no  objection,  but  I  do  not  "want 
that  done  in  my  State.  There  is  on  the 
Fort  Reno  Military  Reservation  some 
good  land,  much  of  which  is  now  planted 
to  alfalfa.  In  an  average  favorable  year, 
it  produces  from  three  to  five  cuttings  a 
yeai’.  It  is  fine  bottom  land.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  there  is  some  upland  which  is  very 
fine  for  the  production  of  wheat. 

The  land  on  this  reservation  Is  ad¬ 
jacent  to  a  highly  improved  concrete 
road.  At  the  present  time  the  land  is 
served  with  a  water  system,  and  likewise 
is  served  with  a  natural-gas  system  and 


with  a  high-power  electric  line.  It  is 
ideal  for  subdivision  into  small  tracts 
for  the  benefit  of  ex-servicemen.  In  my 
State  there  are  a  large  number  of  ex- 
servicemen  who  are  disabled  in  one  way 
or  another.  Already  they  have  made  ap¬ 
plication  for  small  tracts  of  land  on  this 
reservation,  where  they  can  establish  a 
home.  For  instance,  they  have  applied 
for  5  acres  or  perhaps  10  acres,  tracts 
sufficiently  large  to  enable  them  to  build 
a  cottage,  to  have  a  garden,  and  perhaps 
to  have  a  place  to  raise  a  few  chickens 
and  perhaps  a  cow. 

They  are  receiving  compensation,  and 
on  small  tracts  such  as  these,  upon  which 
they  can  obtain  Federal  loans,  they  can 
locate  and  establish  homes  in  a  subdi¬ 
vision  ideally  situated  to  serve  that  class 
of  our  unfortunate  population. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  reported  the 
bill,  which  is  knovm  as  the  Case  bill.  As 
I  have  said,  it  proposed  to  authorize  and 
direct  the  War  Departm.ent  to  turn  the 
four  reservations  over  to  the  Agriculture 
Department.  After  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  found  that  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  wanted  to  get  rid  of  these  reserva¬ 
tions,  and  to  turn  them  over  to  the  Agri¬ 
culture  Department,  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  House  recommended 
that  the  hill  be  referred  to  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  for  study  and 
report.  That  was  done,  and  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  submitted  a 
report. 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  creation  of 
these  glorified  ranches  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  horses,  but  after  listening  to  the 
eloquent  address  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  try  to  produce 
horses  anywhere  in  the  United  States,  or 
in  the  world,  for  that  matter,  outside  the 
State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  will 
add  Kentucky  to  my  last  remark. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  did  not  rise  in  or¬ 
der  to  put  in  any  claim  for  Kentucky. 
It  speaks  for  itself;  therefore  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  emphasize  its  prom¬ 
inence  in  the  breeding  industry.  I  ad¬ 
mit  frankly  that  I  know  nothing  about 
the  Port  Reno  situation;  I  do  not  know 
enough  about  it  to  vote  intelligently  on 
whether  it  should  be  turned  over  to  the 
Agricultural  Department  for  horse  breed¬ 
ing  purposes,  or  divided  up  for  agri¬ 
cultural  purposes,  but  I  was  Interested 
in  the  description  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  gave  of  the  kind  of  horses 
which  were  to  be  produced  there — polo 
horses,  and  various  kinds  of  useless  ani¬ 
mals,  according  to  the  Senator’s  de¬ 
scription.  But  having  had  some  ex¬ 
perience,  over  a  long  period  of  years, 
both  in  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
In  the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  Remount 
Service,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  when  we  were  appropriating 
money  for  the  Remount  Service,  at  the 
time  of  the  complete  mechanization  of 
the  Cavalry,  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
couraging  the  production  of  thorough¬ 
bred  horses.  Whether  they  were  to  be 
used  for  riding  purposes  in  the  cavalry, 
or  whether  they  were  to  be  used  for 
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the  pulling  of  vehicles  of  war,  such  as 
cannon,  or  wagons,  or  whatever  else 
they  might  be  used  for,  the  War  Depart- 
Aient  found  that  it  was  advantageous  to 
have  produced  a  sort  of  a  panel  of 
thoroughbred  horses,  from  which  they 
could  select  the  horses  which  were  to  be 
in  the  Remount  Service  of  the  Cavalry. 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  correct,  as 
the  Senator  has  indicated,  that  this  Re¬ 
mount  Service  or  similar  service  would 
be  used  for  the  production  of  only  light 
saddle  horses  or  race  horses.  I  doubt 
that  very  much.  The  Remount  Service 
has  not,  as  I  understand,  been  desig¬ 
nated  or  equipped  for  the  producing  of 
race  horses.  But  I  think  that,  from  an 
agricultural  standpoint  and  from  any 
other  standpoint,  where  the  use  of  horse 
flesh  is  desirable,  the  thoroughbred  horse 
has  his  place,  and  has  had  a  place  not 
only  in  the  past  in  the  Cavalry,  but  the 
thoroughbred  horse  has  his  place  as  a 
superior  animal  in  any  function  which 
horses  are  expected  to  serve. 

While,  as  I  have  said,  I  know  nothing 
about  this  particular  matter,  I  would  not 
want  the  impression  to  be  created  that 
the  thoroughbred  horse,  the  production 
of  which  constituted  the  program  of  the 
remount  service  of  the  Army,  is  not  a 
superior  horse  wherever  you  put  him, 
whether  you  ride  him  or  drive  him,  or 
hitch  him  to  a  wagon,  or  whether  you 
hitch  him  to  a  gun,  or  cannon,  or  any¬ 
thing  else.  He  is  a  superior  animal,  and 
he  works  well  anywhere  he  is  put.  I 
know  of  no  reason  why  the  breed  of 
horses  should  be  deteriorated  in  this 
country  merely  because  the  remount 
service  of  the  Army  no  longer  exists  or 
because  the  cavalry,  as  it  used  to  be 
known,  has  been  mechanized. 

Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  make  this 
differentiation. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  I  appreciate  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
and  I  do  not  disagree  with  him  in  any 
particular,  but  I  shall  state  the  facts  as 
reported  by  the  War  Department.  In 
their  report  on  the  bill  just  mentioned 
the  War  Department  states  that  the  need 
for  horses  in  military  operations  has  vir¬ 
tually  disappeared.  Further  on  in  the 
report  the  Department  states  that  it 
cannot  justify  the  expense  of  maintain¬ 
ing  these  four  remount  stations.  It 
costs  about  $2,500,000  to  maintain  them. 
So  the  War  Department  is  getting  out  of 
the  horse-producing  business  and  is  turn¬ 
ing  the  lands  over  to  any  other  activity 
that  wants  them  and  can  get  them  from 
the  Congress.  The  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  made  a  rather  light  reference,  as 
I  understood,  to  the  designation  of  the 
kind  of  horses  to  be  produced  by  this  new 
Federal  activity. 

The  bill  now  being  considered  by  the 
Senate  recites  that  it  is  directed  to  the 
“improvement  in  the  breeding  of  horses 
suited  to  the  needs  of  the  United  States.” 

In  the  next  line  it  defines  the  kind  of 
horses  to  be  produced,  and  this  is  the 
language  used  in  the  bill,  “for  use  In 
fairs,  shows,  and  other  events,  or  other¬ 
wise.”  So,  Mr.  President,  it  is  proposed  to 
produce  show  horses,  horses  to  be  exhib¬ 
ited  at  fairs. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield? 


Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  As  the  Senator  has  just 
read,  they  are  to  be  used  as  show  animals 
at  fairs  and  for  exhibit.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  now  all  kinds  of  breeds  are 
shown  in  fairs  and  in  exhibits.  Insofar 
as  developing  a  breed  of  horse  is  con¬ 
cerned,  whether  it  be  saddle  or  harness 
horses,  any  of  the  lighter  breeds,  it  might 
be  even  a  quarter  horse,  I  say  there  is  an 
ample  number  of  breeders  throughout 
the  Nation,  in  addition  to  the  experiment 
stations,  in  the  various  States,  which  are 
carrying  on  that  type  of  breeding,  or  re¬ 
search,  we  will  call  it,  or  experimental 
work. 

Again  I  would  say  that,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  a  bill  which  would  propose  to  trans¬ 
fer  this  activity  from  the  military,  or  the 
Army,  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
and  continue  that  expense,  is  not  good 
legislation.  I  just  read  in  one  of  our 
State  papers  that  a  man  flew  a  mare 
from  Egypt  to  the  State  of  Minnesota, 
an  animal  that  cost  him  $10,000.  If  he 
cared  to  do  that  and  could  afford  to  do  it, 
and  finds  it  profitable  to  do  it — and  I 
know  the  gentleman  would  not  be  so  en¬ 
gaged  unless  it  were  profitable — for  the 
life  of  me  I  cannot  see  that  the  Congress 
should  appropriate  any  Federal  funds  to 
carry  on  such  research  or  such  activities 
in  the  breeding  of  one  specific  type  of 
horse. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  again 
thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 
I  repeat  that  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
transfer  of  the  reservations  in  the  other 
States  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
if  the  Senators  and  the  Representatives 
from  those  States  want  the  transfers 
made  for  the  purpose  of  producing  race 
horses,  riding  horses,  hunting  horses. 
Palominos,  and  Shetland  ponies,  but 
those  are  all  light-weight  horses;  they 
are  not  draft  horses.  The  bill  provides 
the  Department  cannot  go  into  the 
breeding  of  draft  horses.  They  are  pro¬ 
ducing  horses  for  show  purposes,  or  to 
be  run  in  races. 

If  I  were  a  cartoonist  I  would  have  a 
cartoon  produced  tomorrow  morning 
showing  Uncle  Sam  having  a  horse  en¬ 
tered  in  the  golden-cup  race-in  New  York, 
or  perhaps  at  Pimlico,  or  some  of  the  race 
courses  around  Washington.  I  would 
show  Uncle  Sam  participating  in  all  sorts 
of  horse  activities.  That  is  what  the  bill 
provides. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  that  to 
happen  in  my  State.  In  preference  to 
the  production  of  horses  and  taking  care 
of  horses,  I  would  have  the  Government 
take  care  of  ex-servicemen  in  the  State 
of  Oklahoma.  As  I  have  said,  there  is 
an  ideal  place  there  for  a  subdivision,  a 
tract  containing  in  the  neighborhood  of 
10,000  acres  of  as  good  land  as  could 
be  found  in  my  State,  already  equipped 
with  a  water  system,  natural  gas,  and 
good  roads.  The  land  will  produce  alfal¬ 
fa,  wheat,  corn,  anything  that  will  grow 
In  Oklahoma.  I  want  to  see  that  land 
In  my  State  tmmed  over  to  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Department,  because  this  matter 
Is  handled  by  the  Agriculture  Depart¬ 
ment  under  the  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  to  subdivide  the  land  Into  tracts 
of  suitable  size,  and  to  make  such  tracts 
available  to  ex-servicemen  not  only  of 


my  State  but  of  the  country,  for  whom 
It  would  be  an  attractive  place  for  a 
home.  It  would  be  something  that 
would  set  a  precedent  to  be  followed  by 
other  States,  in  the  way  of  taking  care 
of  disabled  soldiers  especially,  as  well 
as  other  soldiers. 

The  bill  to  which  I  refer  was  introduced 
in  the  Senate,  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Armed  Services,  and  was 
reported  by  that  committee.  It  is  now 
on  the  calendar.  I  had  a  bill  pending 
before  the  same  committee,  which  is  re¬ 
lated  to  the  Fort  Reno  Reservation. 
The  War  Department  reported  that  they 
had  no  objection  to  the  transfer  to  the 
Agriculture  Department:  so  they  are  out 
of  the  picture.  The  committee  referred 
my  bill  to  the  Department  of  Justice, 
because  the  Department  of  Justice  has, 
on  a  corner  of  this  reservation,  a  modern 
Federal  reformatory  for  youthful  offend¬ 
ers.  When  the  bill  was  referred  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  the  Attorney 
General  suggested  he  would  like  to  have 
a  little  more  land  immediately  adjacent 
to  the  Federal  reformatory,  to  be  added 
to  the  reformatory,  so  as  to  afford 
opportunity  to  the  inmates  of  Fort  Reno 
Reformatory  to  work  out  of  doors  and 
to  produce  something  worth  while.  So 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  taking  what  land  they  want 
from  the  Port  Reno  Reservation  and 
adding  it  to  the  Fort  Reno  Reformatory. 

The  bill  was  then  referred  to  the 
Agricultural  Department,  and  at  that 
time,  a  month  ago,  the  Agricultural  De¬ 
partment  was  in  accord  with  the  pro¬ 
gram.  The  original  bill  provided  for  the 
separation  of  the  land  or  the  dividing 
of  the  land  into  family  sized  units;  of 
the  better  land,  say,  to  give  a  soldier  80 
acres;  of  the  poorer  land,  to  give  him, 
perhaps,  120  or  160  acres.  But  when  the 
bill  finally  went  to  the  Department  for 
a  report,  the  Department  suggested  they 
should  have  a  leeway  to  divide  the  land 
into  still  smaller  units.  So  I  took  the 
two  recommendations  of  t]je  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  and  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  embodied  thefn  in  an 
amendment  pertaining  only  to  the  Fort 
Reno  Reservation,  first,  giving  the  land 
that  the  Department  of  Justice  wants 
to  the  Department  of  Justice  for  the 
reformatory  and,  second,  authorizing  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  subdivide 
the  tracts  into  smaller  areas,  so  they 
could  accommodate  more  soldiers. 

I  have  discussed  the  matter  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  who  reported  the 
bill.  On  one  or  two  occasions  the  bill 
has  been  called  up,  but  passed  over.  I 
am  trying  to  work  out  a  program  for 
the  best  interests  of  the  country,  but  I 
think  in  my  State  the  best  interests  of 
the  country  and  the  best  interests  of  the 
public  and  of  the  ex-servicemen  especi¬ 
ally  would  be  served  by  permitting  them 
to  subdivide  the  land  for  the  use  of  vet¬ 
erans,  instead  of  devoting  the  particular 
tract  to  the  breeding  of  horses  for  a  class 
of  people  who  are  able  to  buy  their 
horses,  or  are  able  to  go  into  that  busi¬ 
ness  themselves,  if  they  want  to. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point,  in  order 
to  carry  out  the  suggestion  I  have  been 
trying  to  make,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  out  of  order,  to  introduce  a  simple 
Senate  resolution.  I  ask  unanimous 
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consent  that  the  resolution  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point,  in  connection 
with  my  remarks,  and  that  it  lie  upon  the 
table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  Res.  155),  submitted  by  Mr. 
Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  is  pending  on  the  Senate 
Calendar  H.  R.  3484  (Calendar  No.  365)  being 
a  bUl  proposing  “to  transfer  the  Remount 
Service  from  the  War  Department  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture”:  and 
Whereas  said  bill  proposes  to  transfer  title 
to  some  four  military  reservations  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  express 
purpose,  as  stated  in  the  bill,  the  “improve¬ 
ment  in  the  breeding  of  horses  suited  to  the 
needs  of  the  United  States”;  and 
Whereas  it  is  provided  in  said  bill  that  the 
horses  shall  be  used  “in  fairs,  shows,  and 
other  events  or  otherwise”:  and 
Whereas  the  War  Department  in  reporting 
on  the  said  bill  stated  “that  the  need  for 
horses  in  military  operations  had  virtually 
disappeared”,  and,  further,  that  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  horse-breeding  program  has  be¬ 
come  an  expense  which  they  do  not  feel  can 
be  justified  or  defended”;  and 
Whereas  the  report  submitted  by  the  House 
on  said  bill  states  that  the  maintenance  of 
said  remount  stations  for  horse-breeding 
purposes  cost  the  Government  in  the  1947 
fiscal  year  the  sUm  of  $2,177,225;  and 
Whereas  the  Agriculture  Department  re¬ 
ports  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  an 
annual  appropriation  of  about  $850,000  for 
the  operation  of  the  said  Remount  Service 
as  provided  in  the  said  bill;  and 
Whereas  alter  the  Committee  on  the  Armed 
Services  in  the  House  of  Representatives  had 
made  a  favorable  report  on  the  said  bill 
(H.  R.  3484),  requested  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  to  give  consideration  and  to 
submit  a  report  upon  the  program  outlined 
in  the  said  bill;  and 

Whereas  there  is  now  pending  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  on  Armed  Services  a  bill 
(S.  718)  proposing  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  transfer  the  Port 
Reno  Military  Reservation,  heretofore  hav¬ 
ing  been  used  as  a  remount  station,  to  the 
Department  of  Agrlcultfire,  and,  further,  to 
direct  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  sub¬ 
divide  the  land  embraced  within  the  said 
Fort  Reno  Military  Reservation  into  proper 
sized  units  and  to  thereafter  dispose  of  such 
land  units  to  eTC-servicemen  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended  (50  Stat.  622,  60  Stat.  1062) ; 
and 

Whereas  the  Secretary  of  War  reported  to 
the  Senate  Conunittee  on  Armed  Services  that 
it  had  no  objection  to  the  enactment  of  the 
said  bill  (S.  718);  and 

Whereas  the  Department  of  Justice  re¬ 
ported  to  said  committee  on  the  said  bill 
(S.  718)  that  such  Department  was  in  need 
and  desired  to  acquire  a  portion  of  the  said 
Fort  Reno  military  reservation  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  Federal  reformatory  now 
located  and  being  operated  on  a  portion  of 
such  reservation;  and 
Whereas  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  re¬ 
ported  on  said  bill  (S.  718)  urging  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  effect  that  the  lands  Instead  of 
being  divided  into  large  tracts  should  be  sub¬ 
divided  into  small  acreage  lots  to  better  ac¬ 
commodate  disabled  soldiers  by  making  avail¬ 
able  an  additional  number  of  such  home 
sites;  and 

Whereas  when  the  said  reports  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  said  Senate  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  such  recommendations  were 
embodied  in  a  single  amendment  and  such 
amendment,  embracing  the  recommendations 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  Secre¬ 


tary  of  Agriculture,  Is  now  pending  In  the 
Senate  as  an  amendment  to  the  said  H.  R. 
3484;  and 

Whereas  the  Secretary  of  War  having  re¬ 
ported  that  the  War  Department  has  no  fur¬ 
ther  use  for  the  lands  embraced  in  the  several 
military  reservations  and,  further,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Agriculture  Department  is 
to  receive  such  lands  and  to  make  use  of 
same:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate,  That  prior  to  the 
passage  of  said  bill  H.  R.  3484,  it  be  ordered 
referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  consideration  and  report  upon  the 
advisability  of  entering  upon  a  program  for 
“the  breeding  and  production  of  light  horses 
for  use  in  fairs,  shows  and  other  events  or 
otherwise”,  which  means  the  breeding  and 
production  of  riding,  polo,  show,  running, 
trotting  and  juniplng  horses  for  show  and 
recreational  purposes  Instead  of  using  the 
land  for  homes  and  farms  of  ex-servicemen. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
it  is  proper  at  this  point  in  the  Record 
to  file  a  reply  to  the  statements  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  because  I 
think  the  point  should  be  made  that  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  by  unani¬ 
mous  vote,  opposes  the  position  taken  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  in  regard 
to  his  bill  and,  I  think,  for  very  adequate 
reasons.  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
misunderstanding  in  regard  to  the  Re¬ 
mount  Service  and  the  program  for 
transfer  of  it  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  I  think  the  Senate  should  keep 
in  mind  the  fact  that  the  remount  sta¬ 
tions,  or  breeding  farms,  have  been  built 
up  over  the  years,  and  there  is  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Federal  investment  in  the  re¬ 
mount  stations.  There  are  a  great  many 
farmers,  and,  may,  I  say,  primarily  farm¬ 
ers  and  stock  raisers  in  this  country,  who 
have  come  to  rely  upon  the  program  of 
the  remount  stations.  As  my  file  will 
disclose,  these  stock  raisers  throughout 
the  country  are  very  much  concerned 
about  the  danger  of  a  liquidatiorf  of  this 
Government  program.  Of  course,  in  es¬ 
sence  what  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
is  proposing  is  that  insofar  as  the  Okla¬ 
homa  station  is  concerned  it  be  liqui¬ 
dated.  That  station  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  and  the  most  substantial  of  all 
the  remount  stations  in  the  coimtry.  The 
Senator  speaks  In  regard  to  a  veterans 
program.  MayT  say  that  there  are  a 
great  many  veterans  who  are  very  much 
interested  in  the  continuance  of  the  re¬ 
mount  service. 

This  is  not,  as  I  think  it  may  have  been 
intimated  in  certain  remarks  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma,  this  is  not  a  pro¬ 
gram  devised  for  recreational  purposes  or 
pleasure  purposes  primarily.  These  re¬ 
mount  stations  have  been  very  instru¬ 
mental  in  changing  completely  the  qual¬ 
ity  and  the  type  of  the  American  stock 
horse.  Of  course,  on  all  of  the  cattle 
ranges  of  the  country  the  stock  horse  Is 
still  a  very  important  working  animal. 
The  Federal  Government,  through  this 
breeding  program,  has  bred  up  and  im¬ 
proved  the  quality  of  the  American  stock 
horse  and  light  farm  horse. 

One  of  the  principal  functions  of  the 
remount  service  Is  not  only  the  breeding 
experiments  that  are  carried  on  In  the 
stations  themselves,  but  the  loaning  out 
of  stallions  to  farmers  in  all  sections  of 
the  country.  Scattered  throughout  the 
country  are  the  many  Government  re¬ 


mount  stallions.  I  remember  that  It  was 
a  year  or  year  and  a  half  ago  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  and  I  were  in¬ 
strumental — in  fact  we  took  the  initia¬ 
tive — ^in  having  brought  to  this  country, 
when  the  time  was  appropriate,  a  con¬ 
siderable  number  of  horses  that  were 
captured  by  the  American  Army,  prin¬ 
cipally  Arabian  and  German  thorough¬ 
breds.  These  horses  of  great  value  have 
been  kept  for  the  most  part  in  the  Front 
Royal  Remount  Station  in  the  State  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]. 
The  stallions  out  of  this  group  of  im¬ 
ported  .  horses  are  being  scattered 
throughout  the  country  to  the  various 
remount  stations,  and  then  to  individual 
farmers  who  want  to  keep  them  on  their 
farms  for  breeding  purposes.  So  the  is¬ 
sue  presents  itself  as  to  whether  we 
should  dispense  entirely  with  the  remount 
service  and  liquidate  the  program,  or 
whether  the  program  should  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Sometime  ago  negotiations  were  entered 
into  between  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  They 
worked  out  a  program  in  a  bUl  which  was 
introduced  in  the  Senate,  and  a  compan¬ 
ion  bill,  in  the  House.  In  the  Senate  bUl, 
we  have  as  cosponsors  Senators,  may  I 
say,  who  are  familiar  with  the  contribu¬ 
tions  made  by  this  service  to  American 
farmers — the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Bushfield],  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Daktota  [Mr.  Young], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks], 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
ran],  and  myself,  introducing  the  bill. 
The  Senators  are  well  aware  of  the  de¬ 
sires  and  demands  of  farmers  and  horse¬ 
men  for  continuation  of  this  program. 

Now,  let  the  record  be  perfectly  clear 
on  this  next  point:  At  a  time  prior  to 
an  understanding  that  an  attempt 
would  be  made  to  transfer  the  remount 
service  from  the  War  Department  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  at  a 
time  when  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
was  under  the  impression  that  the  whole 
program  was  going  to  be  liquidated,  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  wrote  a  let¬ 
ter  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas]  in  regard  to  his  bill.  Agricul¬ 
ture  Department  oflScials  pointed  out  to 
me  in  their  letter,  which  might  be  in¬ 
terpreted  as  a  then  approval  of  the  bill 
of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  was 
written  before  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  had  entered  into  the  negotia¬ 
tions  for  the  transfer  of  the  service. 
However  it  is  now  the  position  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  that  they  are  op¬ 
posed  to  the  Senator’s  bill,  because  they 
very  rightly  take  the  position  that  if  the 
transfer  is  to  be  made,  then  certainly 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  should 
not  be  denied  the  most  important  of  all 
the  remount  stations,  and  the  station 
which  comes  the  nearest  to  being  a  self- 
sustaining  station.  The  Oklahoma  sta¬ 
tion  is  the  largest  and  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  of  all  the  stations,  and  it  is  a  sta¬ 
tion  which  produces  an  exceedingly 
large  quantity  of  hay  for  the  servicing 
of  the  remount  program. 
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I  want  to  make  perfectly  clear  that 
when  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  first 
wrote  to  the  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  re¬ 
gard  to  S.  718,  the  bill  introduced  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas], 
he  did  not  give  an  unqualified  indorse¬ 
ment  of  the  bill.  In  fact  his  letter  made 
very  clear  that  he  was  not  giving  an  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  bill  when  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  stated  as  follows: 

In  view  of  the  possibility  of  the  transfer  of 
this  function  to  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  and  since  the  Department  has  had  no 
opportunity  or  occasion  to  survey  the  activ¬ 
ity  or  to  determine  the  scope  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  if  the  function  should  be  transferred, 
we  are  unable  at  this  time  to  make  a  definite 
recommendation  regarding  S.  718.  However, 
it  is  known  that  the  Fort  Reno  Reservation 
is  an  Important  unit  in  the  Remount  Service, 
and,  we  believe,  its  retention  should  be  given 
serious  consideration. 

Later  when  it  was  decided  that  an  at¬ 
tempt  should  be  made  to  pass  legislation 
which  would  transfer  the  Remount  Serv¬ 
ice  from  the  War  Department  to  the 
Agriculture  Department  the  officials  at 
the  Agriculture  Department  took  the  po¬ 
sition,  and  rightly  so,  that  if  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  was  to  assume  the 
responsibility  for  the  Remount  Service, 
then  all  of  the  remount  stations  should 
be  transferred  to  it,  including  the  one  at 
Fort  Reno,  Okla. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  published  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney],  chairman  of  the  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services,  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  which  letter  makes 
clear  that  even  when  S.  718  was  first  pre¬ 
sented  to  him  for  consideration  and  when 
it  was  then  believed  that  the  Remount 
Service  might  be  liquidated  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  did  not  endorse  S.  718. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
from  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Anderson 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

June  19,  1947. 

Hon.  Chan  Gurney, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator;  This  is  in  response  to  your 
request  of  March  3,  1947,  for  a  report  on 
S.  718,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition 
of  lands  comprising  the  Port  Reno  Military 
Reservation  in  Canadian  County,  Okla. 

Section  1  of  the  bill  directs  the  transfer 
of  certain  specified  lands  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  Section  2  directs  that  all  of 
the  lands  transferred,  except  the  lands  to  be 
granted  to  the  city  of  El  Reno,  Okla.,  under 
section  3,  which  are  suitable  for  farming 
purposes,  shall  be  divided  into  economic 
family-sized  units  of  not  more  than  200  and 
not  less  than  80  acres,  and  sold  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  title  I  of 
the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as 
amended. 

The  lands  comprising  the  Fort  Reno 
Military  Reservation  are  presently  being 
operated  as  a  remount  service  depot  of  the 
Army  in  the  development  of  light  horses  for 
military  purposes,  being  one  of  four  such 
depots.  These  four  depots,  together  with 
four  raea  headquarters  and  a  supervisory 
unit  in  Washington,  comprise  the  present 
Army  Remount  Service. 

As  you  are  no  doubt  aware,  there  is  no 
provision  in  the  War  Department  1948  budget 
for  continuing  the  Army  Remount  Service, 
and  there  has  been  some  discussion  regarding 


the  transfer  of  this  Service  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  continuation  as  a 
horse  breeding  program  as  an  aid  to  agri¬ 
culture,  In  fact,  bills  (H.  R.  2868  and  S, 
1034)  were  recently  introduced  to  accomplish 
this. 

In  view  of  the  possibility  of  the  transfer 
of  this  function  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  and  since  the  Department  has  had 
no  opportunity  or  occasion  to  survey  the 
activity  or  to  determine  the  scope  of  the 
program  if  the  function  should  be  trans¬ 
ferred,  we  are  unable  at  this  time  to  make  a 
definite  recommendation  regarding  S.  718. 
However,  it  is  known  that  the  Fort  Reno 
reservation  is  an  important  unit  in  the  re¬ 
mount  service  and,  we  believe,  its  retention 
should  be  given  serious  consideration. 

In  the  ev^t  that  your  committee  desires 
to  give  conMderatlon  to  such  bUl  at  this 
time,  we  would  like  to  suggest  for  your  con¬ 
sideration  the  following  matters: 

As  drafted,  the  provisions  of  the  bill  might 
make  it  Impossible  to  sell  any  of  the  land 
described  therein  to  disabled  veterans  in  less 
than  economic  family-type  units,  whereas 
section  1  (c)  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  provides,  in  part, 
that  loans  may  be  made  for  the  acquisition 
of  less  than  economic  units  “to  veterans  who 
have  pensionable  disabilities  to  enable  such 
veterans  to  acquire,  enlarge,  repair,  or  im¬ 
prove  farm  units  of  sufiBcient  size  to  meet  the 
farming  capabilities  of  such  veterans  and 
afford  them  income  which,  together  with 
their  pensions,  will  enable  them  to  meet  liv¬ 
ing  and  operating  expenses  and  the  amounts 
due  on  their  loans,” 

Section  2  of  the  bill  contains  direct  au¬ 
thority  for  the  sale  of  all  lands  transferred 
which  are  suitable  for  farming  and  which 
can  be  subdivided  into  economic  famUy- 
slzed  units.  Conceivably,  some  of  the  lands 
to  which  section  2  is  applicable  may  not 
be  suitable  for  farming  or  there  may  be  some 
tracts  of  land  which  cannot  properly  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  economic  famUy-sized  units 
established.  Authority  should  be  provided 
for  the  disposition  of  such  odd  tracts  as  can¬ 
not  be  disposed  of  under  the  pattern  of  the 
bill.  There  may  be  need  for  authority  to 
sell  some  building  salvage  material  separate 
from  the  land  on  which  the  buildings  are 
located.  Such  autl^orlty  is  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  43  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act  with  respect  to  the  subdivision  and  sale 
of  personal  property  and  economic  family- 
type  farm-management  units  of  lands  form¬ 
erly  comprising  the  resettlement  projects 
and  projects  for  riual  rehabilitation.  Sec¬ 
tion  43  (d)  of  that  act  provides  that  real 
and  personal  property  comprising  such 
projects  determined  by  the  Secretary  not 
to  be  suitable  for  use  as  family-type  farms 
shall  be  disposed  of  at  public  or  private  sale 
at  the  best  price  obtainable  for  cash  or  for 
credit  with  at  least  20  percent  cash  and  the 
balance  in  five  equal  annual  installments. 
It  would  also  be  helpful  in  the  servicing  of 
credit  sales  under  the  act  if  the  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  could  be 
made  applicable  to  these  lands. 

Section  1  (b)  (2)  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  defines  a  vet¬ 
eran  for  the  purposes  of  that  act  as  a  person 
“who  served  in  the  military  or  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States  during  any  war  between 
the  United  States  and  any  other  nation,  and 
who  shall  have  been  discharged  or  released 
therefrom  under  conditions  other  than  dis¬ 
honorable.”  The  Surplus  Property  Act  of 
1944,  as  amended,  defines  a  veteran  as  “any 
person  in  the  active  military  or  naval  services 
of  the  United  States  during  the  present 
war,  or  any  person  who  served  in  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States 
on  or  after  September  16,  1940,  and  prior 
to  the  termination  of  the  present  war,  and 
who  has  been  discharged  or  released  there¬ 
from  under  honorable  conditions.”  The  bill 


provides  for  the  preferential  disposition  of 
family-sized  farms  to  veterans  as  defined  in 
the  Surplus  Property  Act  for  the  period  from 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  bill  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  June  30,  1949.  It  would  be  simpler 
of  administration  if  the  definition  of  veterans 
in  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  is 
used  rather  than  the  definition  in  tha  Sur¬ 
plus  Property  Act  of  1944. 

The  foregoing  suggestions  could  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  revision  of  section  2  of  the 
bill  to  read  as  follows; 

“Sec.  2.  All  lands  transferred  pursuant  to 
section  1  of  this  act,  except  that  portion 
specified  in  section  3  of  this  act,  shall  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as 
expeditiously  as  possible  in  a  manner  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Ten¬ 
ant  Act,  as  amended  (50  Stat.  522,  60  Stat. 
1062) ,  and  otherwise  administered  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  said  act :  Provided,  That  during  the 
period  from  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act  to  and  including  June  30,  1949,  all  sales 
of  such  lands  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended,  shall  be  only  to  veterans  as 
defined  in  section  1  (b)  (2)  of  said  act.” 

Section  43  (b)  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  which  would 
be  appUcable  under  the  foregoing  language 
contains  specific  authority  to  make  loans  to 
the  purchasers  if  appropriations  are  made 
therefor  by  Congress.  The  last  sentence  in 
section  2  of  the  bill  would  therefore  be  un¬ 
necessary. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  it 
has  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  this 
report. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Clinton  P.  Anderson, 

Secretary. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  complete  my 
statement  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  to  my  good  friend  from  Minne¬ 
sota. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  as  I  understand, 
takes  the  position  that  we  are  here  deal¬ 
ing  with  land  in  Oklahoma  which  from 
the  standpoint  of  soil  conservation  can 
best  be  used  for  the  purpose  to  which 
it  is  now  being  subjected.  It  should 
not  be  broken  up  into  small  farms.  That 
part  of  it  which  is  subject  to  cultiva¬ 
tion  can  best  be  used,  in  the  interest  of 
soil  conservation,  for  hay  land.  It 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  cut  this  land 
up  into  small  parcels  to  be  used  for  gen¬ 
eral  farming  purposes  because  in  a  period 
of  an  exceedingly  dry  spell  it  would  be 
very  damaging  to  the  soil  to  have  it  used 
for  small-farming  purposes. 

If  Members  of  the  Senate  will  take 
the  time  to  investigate  this  matter  they 
will  find  that  there  are  many  people  in 
Oklahoma  who  are  familiar  with  the 
Fort  Reno  station  who  agree  with  oflacials 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  that 
this  land  should  not  be  broken  up  into 
small  farms.  Just  today  I  received  a 
letter  from  a  very  prominent  community 
leader  in  El  Reno,  Okla.,  who  is  very 
much  opposed  to  the  attempt  which  is 
being  made  to  break  up  the  Fort  Reno 
Remount  Station  into  small  farms.  The 
following  paragraphs  are  excerpts  from 
this  letter  from  a  prominent  citizen  of 
El  Reno,  who,  I  am  satisfied,  is  thor¬ 
oughly  familiar  with  the  problems  raised 
In  S.  718.  He  writes  as  follov/s: 

The  local  paper,  the  El  Reno  American, 
stated  last  week  that  you  were  investigating 
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the  disposal  of  Port  Reno  Remount  Depot. 
It  is  gratifying  to  me  that  a  man  like  your¬ 
self  will  Investigate  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Tile  fact  is  that  nobody  in  this  country 
who  loves  the  soil  or  knows  anything  about 
farming  wants  this  land  plowed  up.  There 
are  about  a  thousand  acres  already  plowed 
which  could  be  sold  for  $250  per  acre.  The 
rest,  about  9,000  acres,  is  the  finest  native 
grass  in  this  part  of  the  country.  It  would 
be  a  crime  against  the  future  generations 
to  plow  up  this  land.  It  is  sandy,  we  call 
it  “sugary,”  and  melts  like  sugar  when  there 
Is  no  grass  on  it.  The  Government  spends 
millions  reclaiming  land,  and  why  turn  mere 
to  waste  and  allow  it  to  wash  down  the  rivers? 

Not  more  than  50  fair  sized  farms  could  be 
made  out  of  it  and  not  more  than  20  firms 
that  would  afford  a  living  compared  to  what 
a  man  has  in  town  who  draws  $250  per  month 
salary. 

El  Reno  wanted  the  hospital  building  out 
there  and  the  chamber  of  commerce  asked 
Senator  Thomas  to  help  them  get  it.  He 
said  he  would  provided  they  helped  him 
parcel  out  the  land  to  veterans. 

If  a  deal  could  be  made  with  the  Agri¬ 
culture  Department  whereby  El  Reno  got 
the  hospital  and  three  or  four  residences  and 
the  Agriculture  Department  got  the  rest, 
it  would  be  a  wonderful  thing  for  the  future 
of  farming  and  the  future  of  this  county. 

I  want  to  repeat  Mr.  President,  that  no 
confusion  should  be  allowed  to  develop 
in  this  debate  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  does  or  does 
not  approve  of  S.  718.  I  have  been  re¬ 
liably  informed  by  oflBcials  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  that  they  do  not 
approve  of  S.  718  and  one  of  the  main 
reasons  they  do  not  approve  of  it  is  they 
agree  that  it  would  be  a  great  mistake 
from  the  standpoint  of  soil  conservation 
to  plow  up  the  thousands  of  acres  of 
the  Fort  Reno  Remount  Station  for  gen¬ 
eral  farm  purposes. 

Both  the  War  Department  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  initiated  reports 
on  S.  718  before  the  problem  came  up 
transferring  the  Remount  Service.  I 
have  learned  from  each  of  them  that 
originally  there  was  no  serious  objection 
to  the  provisions  of  S.  718  if  the  Remount 
Service  was  to  be  liquidated.  However, 
that  was  before  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  investigated  the  nature  of  the 
land  which  S.  718  sought  to  have  trans¬ 
ferred  and  turned  into  small  farms  for 
general  farming.  The  Secretary  of  Agi’i- 
culture  indicated  in  his  report  on  S.  718 
that  if  the  Remount  Service  were  to  be 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  it  should  come  in  its  entirety. 
The  Fort  Reno  depot  is  considered  to  be 
an  important  segment  of  the  remount 
program,  perhaps  the  most  nearly  self- 
sustaining  unit  in  the  program.  Further¬ 
more,  if  the  Fort  Reno  station  were 
liquidated  as  provided  in  S.  718, 1  am  told 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  ope¬ 
rating  the  breeking  program  in  the 
Southwestern  States.  It  seems  to  me 
that  States  from  Kansas  south  probably 
oCer  the  greater  need  and  justification 
for  a  light  horse  breeding  program.  The 
Fort  Reno  station  is  thus  nearly  the  most 
important  station  in  the  whole  program. 

While  the  two  Departments  concerned 
prepared  qualified  favorable  reports  on 
S.  718  before  the  remount  transfer  be¬ 
came  a  factor,  both  Departments  now 
feel  that  if  the  remount  program  is  to 
be  continued  it  is  essential  that  the  four 


depots  now  maintained  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment  be  transferred  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  I  understand  fur¬ 
ther,  that  both  Departments  indicated 
this  in  their  formal  reports  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

There  might  be  some  justification  to 
cutting  up  this  station  into  family  sized 
farms  if  the  land  were  suitable  for  such 
purposes.  However,  this  land  is  better 
suited  for  pastures  and  livestock  produc¬ 
tion  than  it  is  for  plowland.  In  any  event 
we  know  it  is  a  good  remount  station  and 
I  feel  you  should  have  such  a  station  in 
the  Southwest  if  we  continue  this  pro¬ 
gram. 

As  to  the  hospital  site,  I  believe  this 
could  best  be  negotiated  between  the 
local  officials  and  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  From  my  experience  they  are 
usually  pretty  cooperative  in  leasing  or 
otherwise  making  available  property 
which  is  not  fully  needed  if  some  mu¬ 
nicipality  or  other  governmental  unit  has 
a  better  use  for  the  property.  I  have 
checked  to  see  what  the  Department’s 
attitude  would  be  and  I  am  assured  that 
there  is  no  reason  why  an  agreement 
cannot  be  reached  for  the  use  of  the  hos¬ 
pital  building  by  the  city  of  El  Reno. 
S.  718  is  not  needed  to  accomplish  that 
objective. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  how  we  could  justify  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  the  enactment  of  legis¬ 
lation  which  would  transfer  a  strictly 
military  activity,  as  the  Remount  Service 
was  in  the  days  of  the  cavalry  and  the 
artillery  horse,  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  and  then  continue  the  ex¬ 
perimental  and  the  breeding  activity  in 
a  light  breed  or  a  saddle-horse  type  of 
breed,  when  there  are  the  other  impor¬ 
tant  breeds  in  the  country,  such  as  any 
of  the  draft  breeds  which  might  be  men¬ 
tioned,  and  when  there  is  a  great  cattle 
industry,  which  is  so  important  to  the 
economy  of  our  Nation? 

Would  we  likewise  be  justified  in  set¬ 
ting  up  a  breeding  program  which  would 
be  comparable  in  every  detail  with  the 
various  other  types  of  horse  breeds  as 
well  as  the  cattle  breeds?  I  feel  that 
if  we  are  to  conduct  such  an  activity 
simply  for  the  saddle  type  of  horse  we 
should  extend  it  into  the  other  breeds. 
That  is  my  conviction. 

I  think  we  are  trying  to  continue 
something  which  is  a  sort  of  a  fad,  and 
carry  it  on  as  a  fad,  and  for  the  benefit 
of  a  few  people.  I  love  horses,  and  I 
ride,  and  I  should  enjoy  being  able  to 
ride  oftener,  but  I  cannot  see  that  we 
should  continue  this  activity  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  simply  for  the 
sake  of  those  who  are  interested  only  in 
the  saddle-horse  type. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  wrong  on 
several  points  in  connection  with  his  re¬ 
marks.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  he  is 
wrong  when  he  takes  the  position  that 
this  has  been  primarily  a  military  opera¬ 
tion  or  a  military  service.  It  has  not 
been  that,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years,  because  the  cavahy  has  not  played 


an  important  part  in  the  American  Army 
for  a  great  many  years.  Most  of  the 
horses  which  have  been  developed  under 
the  Remount  Service  for  a  great  many 
years  have  not  gone  into  the  Army  at 
all.  They  have  gone  onto  the  ranches 
of  the  country,  and  they  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  for  farm  use  and  developed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  ranchers  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  So  we  are  not  seeking  to  continue 
something  which  up  until  now  has  been 
solely  a  part  of  a  military  program.  It 
has  not  been  that  for  a  great  many  years. 
In  fact  it  never  was  solely  a  military 
service  but  a  dual  military  and  farm  serv¬ 
ice.  The  Federal  Government,  acting 
through  the  Army,  has  decided  for  a  good 
many  years,  that  because  of  the  invest¬ 
ment  we  have  in  the  program  this  service 
should  be  continued  for  the  benefit  of 
the  farmers  and  the  horsemen  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  With  respect  to  the  re¬ 
mark  made  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  this  is  a  service  which  -should  be 
continued  for  the  benefit  of  the  rancher 
or  the  farmer,  the  fact  of  the  matter  is 
that  tlie  Remount  Service  was  not  known 
to  very  many  farmers  throughout  the 
Nation  except  to  those  who  happened  to 
be  near  a  remount  station.  When  we 
were  on  our  way  to  Mexico  we  had  the 
good  fortune  of  attending  a  conference 
at  the  King  Ranch  in  Texas,  and  there 
we  saw  hundreds  of  mares  with  colts  at 
their  sides.  The  King  Ranch  has  con¬ 
ducted  a  very  extensive  breeding  re¬ 
search  activity  both  as  to  the  quarter 
horse  and  as  to  the  harness  horse,  as  well 
as  the  type  of  saddle  horse  that  would  be 
well  adapted  to  the  ranch  country.  In 
Arizona  and  other  Western  States,  there  is 
extensive  horse  breeding,  and  the  breed¬ 
ers  have  in  no  sense  relied  upon  the  Re¬ 
mount  Service,  as  that  was,  to  begin 
with,  strictly  a  military  operation  and  a 
military  activity.  As  we  swung  from  the 
horse  to  the  mechanized  militai-y  activ¬ 
ity,  the  horse  Remount  Service  continued 
to  operate,  but  was  the  foi^otten  arm,  it 
might  be  said,  of  the  military  activity  un¬ 
til  someone  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  were  spending  much  money  for 
the  Remount  Service  when  we  no  longer 
used  the  horse  either  for  the  cavalry  or 
the  artillery. 

Ml-.  MORSE.  I  never  like  to  argue 
over  a  question  of  fact,  because  facts  are 
so  easy  to  detennine.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  Stator  from  Minnesota  is 
simply  wrong  on  his  facts.  For  a  great 
many  years  the  Remount  Service  has  lo¬ 
cated  a  great  many  stallions  throughout 
the  comitry  on  the  farms  of  the  country 
for  breeding  purposes  in  the  farm  com¬ 
munities.  They  have  located  those  stal¬ 
lions,  until  only  recently,  at  fees  of  $10. 
Recently  the  fees  have  been  increased 
to  $20.  The  Federal  Government  has 
made  available  to  the  farms  of  the  coun¬ 
try  at  those  low  fees  blood  lines  that 
could  not  be  made  available  to  our  farm¬ 
ers  if  they  were  dependent  upon  such 
private  horse-breeding  farms  as  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  referred  to. 
Why?  Because  on  those  fai-ms  the  stud 
fees  run  from  $50  up  to  $500.  The  stal- 
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lions  are  not  available  to  the  small 
farmer  and  the  small  rancher  because 
of  the  high  fees.  So  the  Remount  Serv¬ 
ice  has  been  a  dual-purpose  service  of 
making  possible  the  development  of 
half-breed  cavalry  horses,  making  such 
horses  available  to  the  Army  when  the 
Army  needed  them,  and  also  making 
them  available  to  the  farmers  of  the 
country,  as  well  as  to  the  stockmen  and 
horsemen  of  the  country.  That  service 
has  been  of  outstanding  value  to  our 
horse  breeders. 

The  fact  that  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  has  not  familiarized  himself  with 
the  number  of  remount  stallions  which 
have  been  located  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  over  the  years,  and  the  use  made  of 
them  on  the  part  of  the  farmers,  of 
course,  only  raises  a  question  of  fact  as 
to  his  knowledge  as  to  whether  or  not 
this  service  has  been  of  value  to  the 
farmer.  All  he  has  to  do  is  to  go  into 
the  record  of  the  controversy  and  he  will 
find  the  extreme  use  which  the  farmers 
and  the  stockmen  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  have  made  of  the  Remount  Service. 
Let  us  consider,  for  example,  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  itself.  I  am  sure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma  will  find,  if  he  goes 
among  his  horsemen,  that  his  horsemen 
do  not  at  all  approve  of  the  liquidation 
of  this  great  horse-breeding  program 
which  the  Government  has  carried  on. 
Letters  are  beginning  to  be  legion  in  op¬ 
position  to  this  attempt,  Mr.  President, 
to  liquidate  the  program. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  seems  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  the  horse¬ 
men  and  farmers  of  his  State  who  have 
and  are  making  use  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
mount  Service  do  not  object  to  his  bill. 
I  am  satisfied  that  if  he  will  make  ade¬ 
quate  inquiry  he  will  find  that  right  In 
his  own  State  of  Oklahoma  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  opposition  to  his  bill. 

He  will  also  discover  that  in  the  entire 
Southwest  there  is  a  great  deal  of  opposi¬ 
tion  to  his  bill  because  if  the  Fort  Reno 
Remount  Station  is  liquidated  the  horse- 
breeding  industry  in  the  entire  Southwest 
will  suffer  from  the  liquidation  of  this 
very  important  remount  station. 

I  can  well  imderstand  why  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  may  think  that  he  is  per¬ 
forming  a  service  for  the  city  of  El  Reno 
by  his  bill  but  the  city  of  El  Reno  is 
not  entitled  to  any  special  right  in  the 
Fort  Reno  Remount  Station  because  it 
belongs  to  all  the  people  of  the  country 
and  it  should  be  disposed  of  in  the  best 
Interest  of  the  entire  country  rather  than 
in  a  manner  which  may  meet  the  de¬ 
mands  of  some  local  group.  The  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  may 
not  be  interested  in  the  continuation  of 
a  sound  and  much-needed  horse-breed¬ 
ing  program  is  my  justification  for  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  turning  over 
to  a  few  citizens  or  to  one  city  in  Okla¬ 
homa  a  remount  station  which  is  of  great 
Importance  to  farmers  and  horse  breed¬ 
ers  in  the  entire  western  country  and 
particularly  to  the  farmers,  ranchers,  and 
horse  breeders  in  the  great  Southwest. 

I  repeat  that  S.  718  is  not  necessary 
in  order  to  secure  for  the  city  of  El  Reno 
and  for  the  Department  of  Justice  the 
reformatory  and  hospital  sites  which  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  seeks  to  ac¬ 


complish  in  his  bill.  I  am  assured  by 
officials  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
that  once  the  Fort  Reno  Remount  Sta¬ 
tion  is  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  satisfactory  negotiations  can 
be  consummated  between  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  and  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  regard  to  this  particular 
matter. 

I  submit  such  a  course  of  action  should 
be  followed  rather  than  permit  complete 
liquidation  of  the  Fort  Reno  Remount 
Station,  which,  obviously,  is  the  intent 
and  purpose  of  S.  718.  From  the  stand¬ 
point  of  soil  conservation  alone  the  bill 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
should  be  defeated  because  the  record 
of  this  case  shows  that  the  land  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  Fort  Reno  Re¬ 
mount  Station  is  not  suitable  for  the 
small  farm  use. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  I  wish 
to  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  I  am  in  thorough  sympathy 
and  accord  with  all  he  has  said  about  the 
Importance  of  the  remount  stations. 
They  have  meant  much  to  our  farmers, 
and  the  Government  has  been  putting  the 
horses  out,  as  the  Senator  said,  for  a  fee 
of  $10,  thus  improving  the  strain  of 
horses.  If  turned  over  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  the  horses  would  not 
be  limited  necessarily  to  cavalry  horses 
or  race  horses.  The  Department  could 
develop  any  breed  of  horses  they  thought 
would  be  for  the  good  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  never  visited  the 
remount  station  in  Oklahoma,  and  am 
not  prepared  to  challenge  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  it  is  the 
finest  one  in  the  United  States.  Has  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  visited  the  remount 
station  at  Front  Royal  in  Virginia? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  I  have.  My  state¬ 
ment  is  that  the  Oklahoma  station  is  the 
largest,  has  the  greatest  acreage,  and  is 
the  nearest  to  being  a  self-sustaining 
station. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  I  shall 
not  challenge  that  statement,  but  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  bear  me  out 
when  I  say  that  the  station  at  Front 
Royal  is  well  equipped,  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  stables  and  barns  and  housing 
facilities;  and  the  5,000  or  more  acres  of 
bluegrass  country  there  are  very  fine  for 
horse-raising  purposes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  an  excellent  sta¬ 
tion.  , 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  I  will 
say  further  to  the  Senator  that  last 
spring  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Mr. 
Anderson,  visited  the  Front  Royal  depot; 
and  after  returning  he  told  me  that  he 
was  very  favorably  Impressed,  and  that 
if  that  depot  were  turned  over  to  him 
by  the  War  Department  he  would  take 
great  pleasure  in  operating  it.  Am  I  to 
understand  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  does  not  want  to  take  over 
any  of  the  remount  stations? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  wants  to  take  over  all  of 
them.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
takes  the  position,  in  opposition  to  the 
bill  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  that 
if  the  Remoimt  Service  is  to  be  trans¬ 


ferred  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
it  should  be  transferred  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  in  its  entirety,  and  that  we  should 
not  lop  off,  as  the  Senator’s  bill  proposes 
to  lop  off,  the  most  substantial  station 
of  the  whole  lot,  and  turn  it  over,  under 
the  Senator’s  bill,  to  certain  groups  in 
Oklahoma.  The  question  is  whether 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  should  get 
all  the  stations  and  then  work  out  with 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice — as  he  is  sure  can 
be  done — an  arrangement  as  to  the  use 
of  some  of  the  property  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  for  hospital  and  re¬ 
formatory  purposes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Virginia.  I  am 
not  familiar  with  the  situation  in  Okla¬ 
homa,  but  I  want  to  tell  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  we  do  not 
want  the  Front  Royal  station  elimi¬ 
nated.  We  want  that  station  continued, 
and  we  would  welcome  legislation  which 
would  make  that  possible. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  agree  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia.  I  now  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  the  demand  for  horses  in  my 
State,  I  think  I  am  fairly  familiar  with 
conditions  in  my  State.  The  farmers  in 
Oklahoma,  particularly  those  raising 
wheat,  have  discontinued  the  use  of 
horses.  They  are  using  tractors  and 
other  mechanized  equipment.  It  is  very 
unusual  to  find  a  team  of  horses  or  mules 
in  Okahoma.  As  soon  as  the  factories  are 
permitted  to  produce  sufficient  quanti¬ 
ties  of  mechanized  equipment,  horses  and 
mules  will  be  found  to  be  still  more  scarce 
than  they  are  at  the  present  time. 

However,  there  is  a  demand  in  Okla¬ 
homa  for  a  certain  type  of  horse.  That 
is  the  type  which  cowboys  use.  We  still 
have  some  ranches  in  my  State,  and  the 
small  horse  is  still  used  for  cowboy  rid¬ 
ing  purposes. 

There  is  also  quite  a  demand  in  my 
State  for  the  breed  of  horses  used  in  the 
rodeos.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  commenc¬ 
ing  the  production  of  rodeo  horses  and 
that  character  of  horses  in  my  State. 
Those  who  want  that  class  of  animals 
can  procure  them  from  Virginia  or  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  President,  this  issue  did  not  arise 
until  recently,  when  the  Horse  Breed¬ 
ers’  Association  located  in  the  south¬ 
western  part  of  the  United  States  heard 
about  this  bill.  They  decided  that  they 
wanted  these  lands  preserved  for  the 
production  of  horses. 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  program  in 
Virginia  or  the  program  in  Texas,  or  the 
program  in  Nebraska  and  Colorado,  if 
those  programs  are  desired  in  those  sec¬ 
tions.  But,  so  far  as  the  production  of 
horses  in  my  State  is  concerned,  I  want 
to  take  care  of  the  ex-servicemen  in  the 
way  they  want  to  be  taken  care  of. 

If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will  yield 
for  one  further  statement,  the  Senator 
dwells  upon  facts,  and  I  am  sure  that 
facts  should  be  governing  where  they 
are  applicable.  During  the  war  the  War 
Department  purchased  a  vast  number  of 
horses.  It  purchased  approximately 
15,000  and  brought  them  to  Fort  Reno 
Military  Reservation.  Those  horses 
cost,  on  the  average,  $168  apiece.  When 
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the  War  Department  was  getting  out  of 
the  horse-production  business  it  had  a 
big  sale  at  Fort  Reno,  and  sold  15.000 
horses  at  an  average  price  of  $65.  I  am 
not  for  that  kind  of  business  manage¬ 
ment.  If  that  is  to  be  the  activity  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  I  do  not  want 
it  to  go  into  that  kind  of  horse-produc¬ 
tion  business. 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  I  wish  to  say  that  there 
is  a  demand  for  this  station  in  his  own 
State  and  throughout  the  Southwest. 
Mr.  President,  I  was  in  the  process  of 
covering  the  points  raised  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye].  He 
points  out,  and  quite  rightly  so,  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  does  not  carry 
on  breeding  experiments  in  connection 
with  other  animals,  be  they  draft  horses, 
cattle,  swine,  sheep,  or  what  not.  That 
is  quite  true.  But  we  have  no  invest¬ 
ment  at  stake  in  regard  to  long-estab¬ 
lished  breeding  programs  in  connection 
with  such  animals.  However,  we  have 
a  good  many  million  dollars  invested  in 
this  remount  program,  which  has  been 
built  up  historically  over  the  years.  The 
horsemen  and  farmers  of  the  country 
have  come  to  rely  upon  it.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  sound  rebuttal  to  argue  that 
because  someone  wants  to  continue  a 
program  in  which  we  now  have  an  in¬ 
vestment,  such  a  proposal  should  be  op¬ 
posed  because  we  have  never  started  a 
similar  program  in  connection  with  other 
livestock. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr,  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  do  not  like  to  prolong 
the  debate  on  the  question  of  the  Re¬ 
mount  Service,  but  I  know  of  several 
horse  markets,  and  I  happen  to  know  the 
prices  paid  for  ordinary  good  draft 
horses,  which  will  indicate  the  interest 
there  is  in  the  horse-breeding  program. 
In  the  past  few  years  I  have  seen  some 
well-matched  young  teams  sold  for  $150. 
For  that  reason  very  few  men  are  breed¬ 
ing  any  type  of  horse  except  a  light  har¬ 
ness  horse  or  a  saddle  horse.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  and  I  were  to  be  governed  by  the  in¬ 
vestment  feature,  then  we  should  have  to 
continue  the  military  part  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  two-ocean  Navy  because 
we  happen  to  have  an  investment  in  them. 

The  Army  activity  in  the  Remount 
Service  is  a  thing  of  the  past,  because 
the  tank  and  the  automobile  have  re¬ 
placed  that  type  of  military  activity. 
Therefore  it  has  come  to  an  end,  so  to 
speak.  If  we  transfer  it  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  we  shall  be  looking 
for  a  use  for  that  particular  Service, 
rather  than  curtailing  the  activity,  sell¬ 
ing  out,  and  taking  what  money  there  is 
in  the  property  and  the  livestock. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
there  are  two  obvious  weaknesses  in  the 
argument  advanced  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  The  first  is  that  at  no  time 
was  the  Remount  Service  a  program  for 
the  breeding  of  draft  horses.  It  has  al¬ 
ways  been  a  program  for  the  breeding 
of  saddle  animals.  Hence,  his  discussion 
of  draft  horses  is  irrelevant  to  this 
debate. 


I  think  the  second  weakness  in  his 
argument  is  that  he  has  quite  overlooked 
the  fact  that  there  is  still  a  great  need 
for  saddle  horses.  He  is  overlooking  the 
fact  that  the  program  has  always  been 
a  dual-purpose  program — first,  for  the 
development  of  cavalry  and  artillery 
horses  for  the  Army,  and  second,  for  the 
improvement  of  the  saddle  horse  for  the 
farmers.  They  are  not  pleasure  horses. 
On  a  stock  ranch  good  saddle  horses  are 
essential  work  animals. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  refers  to 
the  rodeos.  The  horses  which  are  being 
developed  in  connection  with  our  Re¬ 
mount  Service  are  primarily  working 
horses  under  the  saddle  for  use  on  the 
stock  ranches  of  the  country.  Cattle 
cannot  be  herded  with  tractors,  jeeps,  or 
automobiles.  That  job  cannot  be  mech¬ 
anized.  We  shall  continue  to  need  a 
large  number  of  good  stock  horses  so 
long  as  we  have  large  ranches. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  rather  impor¬ 
tant,  from  the  standpoint  of  preserving 
the  blood  lines  of  our  best  horses  in  this 
country,  that  we  do  not  throw  aside  and 
cast  away  the  great  experimentation 
which  has  been  carried  on  for  many 
years  by  our  Remount  Service.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  our  Remount  Service  has  pre¬ 
served  the  blood  lines  of  one  of  the 
greatest  American  breeds  of  horse — ^the 
Morgan  horse.  What  are  we  to  do  with 
the  Government-owned  Morgan  horse 
farm?  Is  it  proposed  to  liquidate  the 
Government-operated  Morgan  farm  not 
located  in  Vermont? 

We  have  a  great  deal  of  money  in¬ 
vested  in  the  development  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Morgan  horse.  It  has  been  done  by 
the  Government:  and  if  it  is  not  con¬ 
tinued  by  the  Government  the  program 
will  be  a  loss. 

Some  years  ago  there  was  turned  over 
to  the  Federal  Government  the  Kellogg 
Arabian  farm,  which  is  a  part  of  the 
Government  horse-breeding  program. 
In  this  country  the  Arabian  horse  has 
been  developed  to  a  higher  degree  than 
in  Arabia  itself,  through  the  scientific 
breeding  carried  on  by  our  Remount 
Service. 

What  are  we  going  to  do  with  it — 
liquidate  it  and  throw  it  away?  No. 
I  say,  Mr.  President,  we  have  an  invest¬ 
ment  in  the  Remount  Service  which  we 
should  continue.  The  bill  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas] 
should  be  defeated.  The  Remount  Serv¬ 
ice  should  be  transferred  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  I  am  assured  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  that  it 
can  work  out  a  satisfactory  arrangement 
with  the  Department  of  Justice  as  to  the 
reformation.  Thus  let  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  and  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  work  out  through  negotiations  with 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  a  transfer 
of  that  part  of  the  Oklahoma  station 
which  is  needed  for  the  Department  of 
Justice  for  hospital  and  reformatory  pur¬ 
poses.  But  the  remount  station  project 
itself  ought  to  be  kept  intact  in  order  to 
help  to  sustain  and  support  the  Remount 
Service. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 


have  certain  material  on  the  Remount 
Service  bill  incorporated  in  the  Record 
at  the  close  of  the  remarks  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  which  I  made  a  few  minutes  ago. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Department  op  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  20,  1947. 
Hon.  Chan  Gurnet, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator:  This  is  In  reply  to  your 
request  of  April  3,  1947,  for  a  report  on 
S.  1034,  which  provides  for  the  transfer  of 
the  Remount  Service  from  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1,  1947. 

This  Department  does  not  now  provide 
breeding  service  for  any  species  of  farm 
animals,  although  animals  occasionally  are 
placed  with  cooperators,  through  State  ex¬ 
periment  stations,  to  obtain  breeding  data. 
Transfer  of  the  Remount  Service  would  con¬ 
stitute  a  precedent  in  this  respect.  Sev¬ 
eral  other  countries,  however,  maintain  gov¬ 
ernment  studs  for  the  improvement  of  horses 
as  well  as  other  livestock. 

There  •  is  an  increasing  demand  for  light 
horses  for  use  on  farms  and  ranches  and 
for  recreational  purposes,  and  it  is  desirable 
that  there  be  a  continuing  program  for  the 
Improvement  of  light  horse  breeds  for  such 
purposes.  Such  a  program  will  also  provide 
an  additional  source  of  Income  to  farmers  and 
ranchers. 

The  breeders  with  whom  stallions  are  now 
placed  are  permitted  to  charge  a  breeding  fee 
not  to  exceed  $20  per  service  and  retain  all 
such  fees  as  part  of  the  cost  of  maintaining 
the  stallions.  It  may  be  that  any  action  to 
require  the  return  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  of  any  part  of  the  breeding  fees  or  of 
any  increase  in  breeding  fees  authorized  for 
the  purpose  might  result  in  decreased  breed¬ 
ing  operations  and  decreased  colt  crop.  More¬ 
over,  the  costs  of  collecting  and  handling  any 
such  portions  of  fees  mleht  be  prohibitive 
and  the  amount  collected  might  be  insig¬ 
nificant  compared  with  losses  to  farmers  in 
replacement  of  light  horses  for  agricultural 
purposes.  However,  serious  consideration 
will  be  given  to  possible  means  of  making 
the  program  partially  self-supporting. 

In  order  to  obviate  possible  difficulties  In 
the  administration  of  this  program,  it  is  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  following  language  changes 
be  made: 

Line  6,  page  2:  Immediately  following  the 
words  “United  States’’  change  the  semicolon 
to  a  comma  and  strike  the  balance  of  section 
2  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 
“the  acquisition  by  purchase  in  the  open 
market,  exchange,  hire,  or  donation  of  breed¬ 
ing  stock  and  necessary  land,  buildings,  and 
facilities,  the  use  of  horses  in  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  supply  of  horses  available  in 
agriculture,  the  demonstration  of  the  quality 
and  usefulness  of  horses  through  participa¬ 
tion  in  and  lending  for  use  in  fairs,  shows, 
and  other  events,  or  otherwise,  the  loan,  sale, 
or  hire  of  animals  or  animal  products 
through  such  arrangements  and  subject  to 
such  fees  as  are  deemed  necessary  by  the 
Secretary  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this 
act,  and,  in  carrying  out  such  program,  the 
Secretary  is  authorized  to  cooperate  with 
public  and  private  organizations  and  indi¬ 
viduals  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
are  deemed  by  him  to  be  necessary.’’  This 
change  is  required  to  enable  this  Department 
effectively  to  carry  out  the  program  contem¬ 
plated  by  this  act.  The  last  sentence  of 
the  present  section  2  Is  not  necessary  in  view 
of  the  provisions  of  3617,  Revised  Statutes 
(31  U.  S,  C.  484) ,  which  requires  the  deposit 
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of  all  receipts  Into  the  Treasury  as  miscel¬ 
laneous  receipts. 

Line  18,  page  2:  Change  “veterinarians  In 
the  Medical  Corps”  to  “officers  in  the  Veter¬ 
inary  Corps  of  the  Medical  Department.”  We 
understand  this  to  be  the  proper  name  of  the 
agency  referred  to. 

Line  21,  page  2:  Strike  the  last  sentence 
of  section  3  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof :  “Not¬ 
withstanding  the  limitations  contained  in 
existing  laws,  retired  officer  personnel  of  the 
War  Department,  if  employed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  purposes  of  this 
act  only,  may  receive  in  addition  to  their 
retired  pay  civilian  salary  to  the  extent  that 
the  total  from  both  sources  does  not  exceed 
the  pay  and  allowances  received  by  such  per¬ 
sons  in  the  permanent  grade  last  held  by 
them  prior  to  retirement.” 

It  is  felt  that  the  provision  with  regard  to 
employment  of  retired  personnel  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  is  too  far  reaching 
and  should  be  limited  to  officers  with  exper¬ 
ience  in  the  Remount  Service,  who,  of  course, 
would  come  only  from  the  War  Department. 
The  language  of  the  bill,  as  introduced,  and 
the  suggested  changes  would  merely  author¬ 
ize  this  Department  to  utilize  such  retired 
experienced  officer  personnel,  probably  not 
in  excess  of  12,  as  may  be  required  to  carry 
on  the  program  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  No  special  provision  is  required  for 
retired  enlisted  personnel  with  experience  in 
the  Remount  Service,  as,  under  present  law, 
they  can  be  employed  and  receive  both  civil 
and  military  retirement  pay. 

If  this  activity  is  transferred  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  it  is  estimated  that 
an  annual  appropriation  of  about  $850,000 
would  be  required  for  its  operation,  includ¬ 
ing  $628,000  for  personal  services  and  $222,000 
for  other  objects.  It  is  our  understanding 
that  the  War  Departments  estimates  total 
costs  of  this  activity  for  the  fiscal  year  1947 
at  $2,177,225,  including  $965,275  for  civilian 
personnel,  $448,000  for  pay  and  allowances  of 
military  personnel,  and  $763,950  for  other 
objects  of  expenditure. 

Passage  of  the  bill  with  suggested  changes 
Is  recommended. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  It 
has  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  this 
report. 

Sincerely, 

N.  E.  Dodd, 


Acting  Secretary. 


AMEaiCA^r  Remount  Association, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  It,  1947. 
Hon.  Wayne  Morse, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Morse:  H.  R.  3484,  covering 
the  transfer  of  the  Remount  Service  from 
the  War  Department  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  a  slightly  revised  version  of 
Hon.  Fr-ancis  Case's  original  biU,  H.  R.  2868, 
and  your  own  bill,  S.  1034,  was  recently 
reported  favorably  by  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Agricul¬ 
tural  Committee  and  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union.  It  is  believed  the  bill  will  pass 
the  House  shortly. 

Knowing  of  your  interest  in  the  Army 
Horse  Breeding  Plan  we  venture  to  ask 
whether  you  could  not  find  it  possible  to 
keep  a  watchful  eye  on  the  bill  when  it 
finally  reaches  the  Senate  so  that  it  may  not 
be  unduly  delayed  in  committee.  The  time 
is  very  short  as  action  by  both  Houses  of 
Congress  must  be  completed  before  June 
30,  to  prevent  War  Department  liquidation 
of  the  Remount  Service. 

We  feel  certain  that  the  many  hundreds 
of  breeders,  large  and  small,  in  the  State  of 
Oregon,  who  for  more  than  a  quarter  century 
have  depended  on  remount  sires  for  their 
supply  of  horse  replacements,  will  gratefully 


appreciate  any  service  you  feel  you  can  render 
them  in  connection  with  this  matter. 

Thanking  you  in  advance,  we  are. 

Cordially  yours, 

Alvord  A.  Cederwald, 

Secretary -Treasurer. 

United  States 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

Grazing  Sisvice, 

Burns,  Oreg.,  June  18,  1947. 
Hon.  Wayne  Morse, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Morse:  I  am  writing  you  for 
Information  as  to  the  status  of  the  Remount 
Service  and  as  to  what  the  organization 
may  be  if  it  is  taken  over  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

My  work  here  has  given  me  an  opportunity 
of  knowing  first  hand  the  service  that  the 
Remount  has  rendered  to  our  Oregon  stock- 
men  and  I  surely  hope  that  your  fine  efforts 
to  continue  it  will  be  successfiil.  I  went 
through  Remount  Training  School  under 
Col.  E.  G.  Cullum  in  the  First  World  War.  He 
was  later  chief  of  the  Remount  Service  and 
is  now  retired  in  New  Mexico.  I  commanded 
the  Three  Hundred  and  Fortieth  Field  Re¬ 
mount  Squadron  and  after  the  armlstiee  sold 
many  of  the  American  horses  to  the  Allies 
at  the  American  embarkation  center  at  Le- 
mans. 

***** 

Very  truly  yours, 

Kenneth  C.  Ikeier. 

Burbank,  Calip.,  June  25,  1947. 
Senator  Wayne  Morse, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

On  behalf  California  State  Horsemen’s  As¬ 
sociation  and  our  15,000  individual  mem¬ 
bers  permit  me  to  congratulate  you  upon 
approval  your  remount  bill  per  your  wire 
today,  and  it  Is  our  hope  that  adequate  per¬ 
sonnel  wUl  be  provided  to  assure  continu¬ 
ance  of  the  breeding  program  enjoyed  by 
the  people  for  the  past  25  years-and  now  in¬ 
valuable  to  the  light-horse  industry  of  the 
United  States. 

Hamilton  McCoy, 

President. 

Chamber  op  Commerce, 

WaUa  Walla,  Wash.,  April  23,  1947. 
Senator  Wayne  Morse, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Dear  Senator  Morse  :  Tlie  agriculture 
committee  of  the  Walla  Walla  Chamber  of 
Commerce  is  extremely  Interested  In  the 
continuance  of  the  remount  program,  and 
regrets  that  the  Army  has  seen  fit  to  an¬ 
nounce  its  withdrawal  from  that  field.  We 
have  been  advised,  however,  that  you  and 
others  have  introduced  a  measure  which 
provides  for  the  continuance  of  the  program 
under  the  direction  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  and  we  want  you  to  know  that 
we  are  in  support  of  that  program  and  hope 
that  it  will  be  successful.  There  are  four 
remoimt  stallions  located  in  the  Walla  Walla 
Valley  at  the  present  time,  and  these  have 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  improving  the 
stock  of  horses  in  this  area. 

If  there  is  anything  we  can  do  to  further 
your  participation  in  this  program,  please 
feel  free  to  contact  us. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Arthur  Cox, 

Chairman,  Agricultural  Committee. 


Frenchglen,  Oreg., 

April  21,  1947. 

Hon.  Wayne  Morse, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Morse:  I  have  been  Informed 
that  there  is  a  move  under  way  whereby  the 


Army  Remount  Service  is  to  be  discontinued. 
Heretofore,  there  was  a  proposal  that  they 
make  a  transfer  from  the  Army  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  and  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  at  this  time  seems  to 
want  to  bypass  the  issue.  This,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  would  entirely  eliminate  the  Army 
Remount  Service,  which,  as  I  see  it,  would 
be  entirely  unfair  to  our  horse  breeders  of 
America,  due  to  two  reasons: 

It  would  have  a  tendency  to  eliminate  the 
breeding  of  high-class  horses,  as  we  may 
date  back  to  the  time  before  this  service 
was  rendered  by  the  Government  and  con¬ 
sider  the  type  of  horses  that  were  being  used 
both  commercially  and  by  the  Army,  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  type  of  horses  we  have  today. 

Also,  the"  expense  the  breeder  has  gone  to 
in  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  Army 
Remount  Service  for  the  caie  of  the  stallions, 
together  with  the  investment  that  the 
breeder  would  have  in  the  right  type  of 
brood  mares  and  his  breeding  plant.  That 
he  would  have  to  carry  on  such  an  opera¬ 
tion  would  certainly  be  very  much  of  a  dis¬ 
appointment  as  such  breeders  are  depending 
largely  on  the  continuation  of  this  service. 

At  any  rate,  I  personally  think  that  the 
breeders  should  have  a  voice  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  interests  they  have  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  should  be  entirely  disposed  of  by  an  out¬ 
right  liquidation  of  the  Army  Remount 
Service. 

Very  truly  yours, 

J.  B.  Fine. 

Oregon  Trail  Association, 

Baker,  Oreg.,  April  19,  1947. 
Hon.  Wayne  Morse, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Morse:  At  the  meeting  of 
the  Baker  Cow  Horse  Association  last  evening, 
the  directors  went  on  record  favoring  the 
transfer  of  the  Remount  Service  from  the 
Ai-my  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  as 
set  forth  in  your  speech  before  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  on  April  2,  1947. 

They  are  particularly  anxious  to  see  this 
service  continued  and  would  like  very  much 
to  have  a  remount  station  established  in 
Baker  County. 

They  urge  your  continued  support  of  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1034  and  also  shall  appreciate  any 
assistance  you  might  be  able  to  give  us  in 
securing  a  remount  station  in  this  county. 

Thanking  you  in  advance,  we  are. 

Yours  truly, 

Baker  Cow  Horse  Association, 
W.  A.  Gildersleeve,  President. 

United  States  Senate, 

April  lb,  1947. 

Hon.  Chan  Gurney, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  am  writing  to  express 
my  interest  in  S.  1034  to  authorize  transfer- 
rhig  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  cer¬ 
tain  remount  depots  which  the  Army  no 
longer  needs. 

For  many  years  to  come  our  farmers  will 
need  good  horses  and  the  production  of 
thoroughbreds  is  likewise  a  valuable  source 
of  income  to  many  farmers.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  is  peculiarly  fitted  to 
carry  on  essential  research  work  in  this  field 
as  well  as  to  make  available  to  farmers  at 
reasonble  prices  some  of  the  best  blood  lines 
in  the  country. 

I  hope  therefore  that  your  committee  will 
favorably  report  S.  1034  at  an  early  date 
in  order  that  legislative  action  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  transfer  may  be  accomplished  before 
July  1. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am 
Faithfully  yours, 

A.  Willis  Robertson. 
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San  Francisco,  Calif.,  April  6,  1947. 
Hon.  Wayne  Morse, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Fifteen  thousand  members  of  California 
State  Horseman’s  Association  commends  your 
stand  championing  cause  of  horse  per  Jan¬ 
uary  27  Congressional  Record.  Fraternity 
of  horsemen  recognizes  no  State  limit  be¬ 
cause  you  are  a  practical  horseman  and  a 
champion  what  the  horse  stands  for.  Cal¬ 
ifornia  horse  people  are  looking  to  you  for 
leadership  in  opposing  any  move  to  liquidate 
or  impair  operation  of  Army  remount  pro¬ 
gram  as  currently  organized  and  operating. 
This  program  is  vital  to  thousands  of  breed¬ 
ers,  ov/ners,  and  users  in  Western  States.  It 
must  be  continued.  Your  assistance  and  a 
report  of  your  activities  will  be  appreciated. 

Capt.  Hamilton  McCoy, 
President  California  State  Horseman’s 
Association,  Burbank,  Calif. 

AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATIONS— CON¬ 
FERENCE  REPORT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  IMr.  Brooks]  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  disagree  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  42,  that  the  Senate  further 
insist  upon  its  amendment,  and  request 
a  further  conference  with  the  House 
thereon. 

Mr.  LUCAS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  some 
time  ago,  when  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Stewart]  had  the  floor,  he 
yielded  to  me  and  I  had  an  opportunity 
to  express  my  sentiments  in  opposition 
to  the  proposed  reduction  by  the  House 
of  certain  conservation  payments.  For 
the  Record,  Mr.  President,  I  merely  want 
to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  for  a  few 
moments  to  state  that  I  am  in  such  thor¬ 
ough  accord  with  the  position  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  with 
the  agricultural  appropriation  bill  that 
I  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Brooks]  to  the  one  thing  above  all  others 
which  I  hope  will  not  be  overlooked,  and 
that  is  the  veterans’  program  under  the 
so-called  Bankhead-Jones  law. 

A  little  more  than  2  weeks  ago,  Mr. 
Pi  esident,  the  RFC  extension  bill  was  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate,  and  it  was  necessary  for 
the  conferees  of  the  Senate  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  to  give  in  most  reluctantly 
to  those  of  the  House  in  the  matter  of 
abolishing  RFC  financing  of  second 
mortgages  in  connection  with  the  pur¬ 
chasing  of  homes  by  veterans.  I  might 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  the 
record  will  show  that  a  great  many  of 
those  mortgages  were  discoimted  by  the 
smaller  banks  throughout  the  rural  sec¬ 
tions,  thus  making  it  possible,  by  utiliz¬ 
ing  those  funds,  for  veterans  to  obtain 
homes.  The  Senate  had  to  give  in  to 
the  House  conferees  in  the  abolishment 
of  that  section  of  the  RFC  Act,  or  there 
would  have  been  no  RFC  at  all  on  July  1. 
So  I  sincerely  hope,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill 
is  rather  indefinite  in  time,  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  and  the  other  distin¬ 
guished  Senators  will  not  give  in  to  the 
provision  of  the  House  bill  which  pro¬ 
hibits  the  financing  of  farm  mortgages 


and  farm  homes  under  what  is  known 
as  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 

I  also  wish  to  join  with  other  able 
Senators  in  the  hope  that  the  school- 
lunch  program  will  be  continued,  as  has 
been  so  ably  urged  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  and  other  Senators. 
I  hope  we  shall  have  a  record  vote  on 
these  three  all-important  questions, 
which  mean  so  much  to  the  rural  life 
of  America. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  in  the  Congress  approximately  12  y2 
years.  During  that  time  I  have  been  a 
member  of  the  Agricultural  Committee 
either  of  the  House  of  Representatives  or 
of  the  Senate.  Coming  directly  from 
the  heart  of  what  we  call  the  Corn  Belt 
section  of  Illinois,  it  must  be  obvious  to 
anyone  that  I  would  be  tremendously  in¬ 
terested  in  any  program  affecting  agri¬ 
culture.  As  the  owner  of  farm  lands  in 
that  section  of  my  State  I  have  from 
the  very  beginning  taken  a  keen  inter¬ 
est  in  the  program  of  soil  conservation 
which  was  given  to  us  in  the  early  days 
of  the  Roosevelt  administration  . 

Mr.  President,  to  me  it  is  utterly  unbe¬ 
lievable  that  in  view  of  what  history 
shows  with  respect  to  the  natural  erosion 
of  land,  as  well  as  accelerated  erosion 
through  the  advance  of  civilization, 
either  branch  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  should  utterly  fail  to  rec¬ 
ognize  the  possibilities  and  the  dangers 
that  lie  ahead  in  soil  erosion  by  failing 
to  provide  anything  in  the  way  of  soil 
conservation  payments  for  the  year  1948. 
It  is  said  by  some  Members  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  and  other  persons,  that,  because 
of  the  fact  that  the  farmers  of  the  Na¬ 
tion  are  financially  better  off  than  they 
have  ever  been  before  in  their  entire  his¬ 
tory,  they  do  not  want  this  kind  of  a 
program. 

This  program  should  not  be  considered 
in  the  light  of  the  AAA  program.  This 
soil-conservation  program  means  exact¬ 
ly  what  it  says.  Under  this  program  we 
shall  not  be  paying  the  American  farm¬ 
er  for  doing  nothing. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  wish  to  ask 
the  Senator  a  question.  When  he  said 
the  farmer  is  better  off,  I  assume  the 
Senator  means  the  farmer  is  better  off  to 
the  extent  of  a  few  dollars.  But  his  land 
is  not  better  off. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  His  machinery  is  not 
better  off. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  correct, 
and  I  thank  him  for  cori’ecting  me,  if  I 
left  the  wrong  impression. .  I  mean  to 
say  that  today  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States  have  more  money  deposited  in 
the  banks  and  they  have  more  cash  on 
hand  than  they  have  had  at  any  time  in 
the  history  of  agriculture,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  taxes  and  other  high  costs  the 
farmers  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  the  Senator;  but  at  the  same  time 
the  farmer  cannot  convert  those  dollars 


into  fertilizer,  material,  farm  machinery, 
or  any  of  the  other  things  which  will  be 
needed  for  the  future  farms  and  the  fu¬ 
ture  farmers  of  America.  That  is  what  I 
understood  the  Senator  to  talk  about,  in 
discussing  the  program  for  1948. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Precisely  so.  However,  I 
am  discussing  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram  as  a  whole.  I  state  with  consider¬ 
able  emphasis  that  I  cannot  understand 
how  Members  of  Congress  who  are  thor¬ 
oughly  acquainted  with  the  soil -conser¬ 
vation  program  and  with  the  history  of 
land  utilization  before  the  inception  of 
that  program  can  even  consider  writing 
off  the  soil-conservation  program  for 
1948. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment  ago, 
namely,  that  the  argument  has  been 
made  that  many  farmers  in  the  United 
States  are  opposed  to  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program.  One  of  the  reasons  which 
is  stated  is  that  many  of  the  farmers 
have  their  land  in  proper  condition  for 
maximum  production,  and  consequently 
they  believe  that  the  soil-conservation 
program  will  result  in  the  Government’s 
paying  to  them  money  which  they  should 
not  rightfully  receive.  I  wish  to  refute 
that  argument  with  facts  which  come 
from  a  reliable  source.  They  come  from 
a  farm  sm-vey  which  was  taken  in  vari¬ 
ous  congressional  districts  in  the  United 
States.  The  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  Representative  Taber, 
has  a  number  of  farmers  in  his  congres¬ 
sional  district.  The  agency  which  made 
the  survey  sent  to  Mr.  Taber’s  district 
267  cards.  One  hundred  and  forty-seven 
cards  were  returned,  which  is  55  percent 
of  the  total  amount  sent  out. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  When  we  are  discuss¬ 
ing  this  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
if  we  are  to  undertake  to  discuss  certain 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  I  think  the  Senate  is  entitled  to 
know  who  made  the  survey  and  whether 
it  is  the  same  survey  which  Mr.  Taber 
said  was  made  by  the  Limestone  Asso¬ 
ciation. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Is  it  the  same  one? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes.  I  was  going  to  tell 
the  Senate  who  made  the  survey.  I 
presume  it  is  a  correct  survey.  If  it  is 
not,  and  if  Mr.  Taber  has  answered  it 
in  any  way  or  if  anyone  else  wishes  to 
answer,  I  suppose  that  will  be  done.  I 
do  not  know  any  member  of  the  Lime¬ 
stone  Association. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  may  say  that  this 
matter  has  already  been  discussed  in 
considerable  detail  in  the  proceedings 
and  debates  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  did  not  follow  the 
debates  in  the  House,  and  I  do  not  know 
about  that.  Perhaps  there  are  other 
Senators  who  have  not  read  that  part  of 
the  Congressional  Record.  So  regard¬ 
less  of  that  I  shall  present  the  matter  at 
this  time. 

As  I  have  said,  267  cards  were  mailed, 
and  147  were  returned.  Out  of  the 
147  returned,  it  was  shown  that  8.1  per¬ 
cent  of  the  farmers  recommended  the 
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discontinuance  of  the  program,  4.8  per¬ 
cent  recommended  the  Budget  Bureau 
cut,  and  87.1  percent  of  the  farmers 
recommended  the  continuation  of  the 
program  without  any  cut. 

Into  the  district  of  my  good  Republican 
friend  Everett  Dirksen,  of  Illinois,  413 
cards  were  sent;  48  percent  were  re¬ 
turned,  2.4  percent  of  the  farmers 
recommended  the  discontinuance  of  the 
program,  4.4  percent  recommended  the 
Budget  Bureau  cut,  93.2  percent  recom¬ 
mended  the  continuation  of  the  program 
without  any  cut. 

In  Representative  August  H.  Andre- 
sen’s  district  in  Minnesota  the  number  of 
cards  mailed  was  463;  the  number  of 
cards  returned,  221,  or  47.5  percent  of 
those  that  were  sent  out.  Of  the  farmers 
recommending  discontinuance  of  the 
program,  the  chart  shows  31/2  percent; 
farmers  recommending  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget’s  cut,  3.6  percent;  and  the  farmers 
recommending  continuation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  without  any  cut  whatever,  93.3 
percent. 

The  survey  was  made  by  the  National 
Agricultural  Limestone  Association,  Inc., 
and  it  was  sent,  I  presume,  to  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate.  I  am  not  sufficiently 
familiary  with  the  organization  to  vouch 
for  it.  Obviously  they  are  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  selling  limestone,  and  therefore 
they  would  like  to  see  this  program  con¬ 
tinued.  But  I  doubt  very  much  that 
any  national  organization  would  risk  its 
reputation  by  sending  out  information 
of  this  kind  to  United  States  Senators 
unless  it  was  authentic  information. 

In  addition  to  the  poll  I  have  quoted 
I  can  speak  personally  about  the  mat¬ 
ter,  because  I  have  heard  from  and 
talked  with  a  good  many  farmers  in 
my  section  of  the  country  about  the  pro¬ 
gram.  I  also  interrogated  farmers  who 
appeared  before  the  Agriculture  Com¬ 
mittee  recently  on  other  matters,  about 
this  very  thing.  The  farmers  of  the 
Nation,  irrespective  of  their  wealth,  irre¬ 
spective  of  how  they  may  feel  about 
other  matters,  have  given  me  to  under¬ 
stand  that  they  entered  into  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  good  faith,  and  when  under 
the  law  of  the  land  enacted  by  the 
Congress,  they  understood  that  the  soil- 
conservation  program  would  continue 
through  1947  and  1948,  they  made  plans 
accordingly  on  their  respective  farms 
throughout  the  Nation.  They  are  ex¬ 
pecting  Uncle  Sam  to  live  up  to  that 
obligation.  To  me  that  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  thing  of  all,  because  if  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  the  agricultural 
population,  interested  in  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  lose  confidence  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  by  reason  of  its 
failure  to  carry  out  a  solemn  pledge, 
enacted  into  law,  I  can  think  of  nothing 
v/orse,  because  free  government  can  con¬ 
tinue  only  as  long  as  the  people  have 
confidence  in  their  representatives. 
What  is  needed  in  these  trying  times 
is  more  faith  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  The  door  should  always 
remain  open  so  as  to  admit  greater  con¬ 
fidence  by  the  people  of  the  country  in 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives.  To  accept  the  House  version  of 


soil  conservation  Is  absolutely  Impos¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture  I  helped 
write  the  soil-conservation  program.  I 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  when  it  was  passed.  It  is 
an  important  program.  It  is  a  program 
that  under  no  circumstances  can  be  dis¬ 
continued — the  action  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  contrary  not¬ 
withstanding. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  discuss  briefly 
the  history  of  the  purposes  and  accom¬ 
plishments  of  the  agricultural-conserva¬ 
tion  program.  I  go  into  the  history  of 
the  program,  because  I  see  a  movement 
in  this  Republican  Congress  to  discon¬ 
tinue  for  all  time  to  come  the  soil -con¬ 
servation  program  and  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service. 

The  basic  legislation  authorizing  the 
agricultural-conservation  program  is 
contained  in  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act  approved  Febru¬ 
ary  29,  1936.  The  purposes  of  this  act 
as  stated  in  section  7  thereof  are,  first, 
preservation  and  improvement  of  soil 
fertility;  second,  promotion  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  use  and  conservation  of  land; 
third,  diminution  of  exploitation  and 
wasteful  and  unscientific  use  of  national 
soil  resources;  fourth,  the  protection  of 
rivers  and  harbors  against  the  results  of 
soil  erosion  in  aid  of  maintaining  the 
navigability  of  waters  and  water  courses 
and  in  aid  of  flood  control;  and,  fifth, 
reestablishment,  at  as  rapid  a  rate  as  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  determines  to  be 
practicable  and  in  the  general  public  in¬ 
terest,  of  the  ratio  between  the  purchas¬ 
ing  power  of  the  net  income  per  person 
on  farms  and  that  of  the  income  per 
person  not  on  farms  that  prevailed  dur¬ 
ing  the  5-year  period  August  1909  to  July 
1914,  inclusive,  as  determined  from  sta¬ 
tistics  available  in  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  the 
maintenance  of  such  ratio. 

Mr.  President,  what  surprises  me  is 
that  the  men  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  who  represented  agricul¬ 
tural  districts,  men  who  should  have  been 
interested  in  soil  conservation  totally 
failed  to  offer  any  constructive  legisla¬ 
tion  to  protect  the  lands  of  the  country 
from  erosion,  through  the  advance  of 
civilization  and  through  natural  forces, 
prior  to  1936.  It  seems  unbelievable, 
when  we  are  fully  aware  of  what  is  hap¬ 
pening  every  day  and  when  we  know 
what  has  happened  to  nations  in  the 
past,  that  the  statesmen  of  yesterday 
would  have  failed  to  recognize  the  po¬ 
tential  power  of  human  destruction  in 
soil  erosion. 

Mr.  President,  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act  was  amend¬ 
ed  by  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
in  1938.  Section  2  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938  contains  a  state¬ 
ment  on  the  policy  of  Congress  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do¬ 
mestic  Allotment  Act.  This  statement 
is  as  follows: 

It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of 
Congress  to  continue  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended, 
for  the  purpose  of  conserving  national  re¬ 
sources,  preventing  the  wasteful  use  of  soil 


fertility,  and  of  preserving,  maintaining,  and 
rebuilding  the  farm  and  ranch  land  resources 
in  the  national  public  Interest;  to  accom¬ 
plish  these  purposes  through  the  en¬ 
couragement  of  soil-building  and  soil-con¬ 
serving  crops  and  practices;  to  assist  in  the 
marketing  of  agricultural  commodities  for 
domestic  consumption  and  for  export;  and 
to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  comiuerce 
in  cotton,  wheat,  corn,  tobacco,  and  rice 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  provide  an  or¬ 
derly,  adequate,  and  balanced  flow  of  such 
commodities  in  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  through  storage  of  reserve  supplies, 
loans,  and  marketing  quotas,  assisting  farm¬ 
ers  to  obtain.  Insofar  as  practicable,  parity 
prices  for  such  commodities  and  parity  of 
Income,  and  assisting  consumers  to  obtain 
an  adequate  and  steady  supply  of  such  com¬ 
modities  at  fair  prices. 

Since  1936  the  agricultural-conserva¬ 
tion  program  has  been  in  effect  in  all  48 
States.  During  these  years  the  program 
has  been  instrumental  in  obtaining  a 
tremendous  Increase  in  conservation 
farming.  The  use  of  lime  has  increased 
from  5,000,000  tons  in  1938  to  21,000,000 
tons  in  1945,  a  gain  of  300  percent. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  has  been 
discussing  the  conservation  program.  I 
merely  wish  to  state  that  the  figures  re¬ 
specting  lime,  as  read  by  the  Senator,  are 
eminently  correct.  The  program  which 
has  been  carried  out  is  appreciated  by 
the  farmers,  particularly  of  the  South¬ 
east.  The  distribution  of  lime  through 
the  conservation  program  has  so  greatly 
improved  their  lands  that  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  words  could  describe  the  beneficial"' 
effects  to  the  lands  in  the  entire  South¬ 
east,  which  have  always  been  so  short  of 
lime. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  for  his  valuable  con¬ 
tribution. 

The  use  of  phosphate  and  potash  on 
cover  crops,  pastures,  and  grass  and  leg¬ 
ume  seedings  increased  from  400,000  tons 
in  1938  to  2,400,000  tons  in  1945,  a  gain 
of  500  percent.  Green  manure  crops  to 
add  organic  matter  to  the  soil  and  cover 
crops  to 'prevent  erosion  and  leaching 
increased  from  11,000,000  acres  in  1938 
to  18,000,000  acres  in  1945,  a  gain  of  64 
percent.  Contour  farming,  one  of  the 
most  effective  methods  of  controlling 
erosion  on  sloping  land,  increased  from 
4,500,000  acres  in  1938  to  10,000,000  acres 
in  1945,  a  gain  of  126  percent.  The 
teaching  of  farmers  how  to  farm  sloping 
land  so  as  to  keep  the  land  from  eroding, 
is  one  of  the  most  constructive  acts  which 
have  been  accomplished  under  the  soil- 
conservation  program. 

Field  strip  cropping  to  prevent  wind 
erosion  increased  from  711,000  acres  in 
1938  to  6,000,000  acres  in  1945,  a  gain  of 
755  percent.  The  building  of  stock  ponds 
for  range  livestock  in  order  to  bring 
about  better  management  of  range  re¬ 
sources  increased  from  41,000,000  cubic 
yards  in  1938  to  93,000,000  cubic  yards 
in  1945,  a  gain  of  125  percent. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  table  showing 
the  extent  of  certain  practices  carried 
out  under  the  agricultural-conservation 
program  for  the  years  1936  through  1945; 
also  a  statement  showing,  by  program 
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years  and  fiscal  years,  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  the  agricultural-conservation 
program.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 


have  incorporated  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  the  tables,  which  afford  much 
explanation  of  the  program. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows: 

Selected  soil-buiUling  and  range-burning  practices  carried  out,  United  States  1936-45  agricultural  conservation  vrograms 


Practice 


Application  of  materials: 

Liming  materials  (basis  standard  ground 
limestone). 

Do . . . . . . . 

Phosphate  materials  (basis  20  percent  PjOs). 

Do . 

Mulching . 

Do . . . . . 

Potash  (basis  50  percent  KsO) _ 

Do . . :.... 

Gypsum  (basis  18  percent  sulfur) . . 

Do . . . . 

Green  manure  and  cover  crops _ 

Erosion  control  and  pasture  improvement: 

Terracing . . 

Do . . . . . 

Spreader  terraces _ _ _ _ 

Contour  ridging  pasture  land . 

Contour  listing  or  furrowing . . 

Contour  seeding  small  grain  crops . 

Contour  farming  intertilled  crops . 

Strip  cropping . . . 

Reseeding  pasture  and  range  land: 

By  deferred  grazing . . 

Artificial . . . . 

Feeding  permanent  pasture  mixtures. . 

Protecting  summer  fallow . 

Establishment  of  fireguards _ _ _ 

Development  of  natural  watering  places _ 


Dams  gnd  reservoirs _ 

Drilling  or  digging  wells . 

Forestry  practices: 

Planting  trees _ _ _ _ .' . 

Maintaining  trees . . . . 

Improving  trees . . . . . . 

Other  practices,  harvesting  legume  and  grass 
seed: 

Acreage... . . . . . 

Production . 

Grazing  land  management . . 


Unit 


1.000  tons  .. 

3,720 

6,026 

1,0C0  acres..  . 

2,219 

3,284 

1,000  tons _  . 

203 

401 

1,000  acres . 

1,468 

2,57(r 

1,000  tons _ 

43 

153 

1,000  acres _ 

19 

ee 

1,000  tons . . 

43 

62 

1,000  acres . . 

604 

833 

1,000  tons,. . 

(‘) 

3 

1,000  acres . 

1 

14 

773 

8,010 

l,ono  lineal  feet. 

1,000  acres . 

1,000  lineal  feet. 

_ do. . . 

1,000  acres . . 

_ do . .■ _ 

_ do _ _ _ 

_ do . . 


_ do _ 

1,000  pounds  seed.. 

1,000  acres _ 

_ do. . 

1,000  lineal  feet.... 
1,000  cubic  feet 
material  moved. 
1,000  cubic  yards.. 
1,000  lineal  feet, _ 


1,000  acres. 

_ do . . 

_ do . . 


_ do. . 

1,000  pounds. 
1,000  acres _ 


Program  year 


1936 


292 

729 

1,900 


1,293 


(‘) 


37 


1,806 

3,585 

566 


6,230 

130 

36 


1937 


294 

1,139 

3,  253 
19,  957 

4,  754 


64 

375 

12, 938 
195 

(') 

9,546 

13,094 


31,  383 
166 

44 

7 

46 


1938 


6, 025 

3,481 
397 
2,993 
336 
144 
12 
390 
19 
96 
11, 143 

392 

1,532 

7,776 

58,687 

2,207 

990 

4,549 

711 

32,582 

10,366 

(•) 

7,489 
18,  274 
653 

41,632 

865 

61 

236 

48 


1939 

1940 

1941 

1942 

1943 

1944 

1946 

6,795 

12, 008 

13,530 

18, 972 

19,030 

23, 848 

21, 338 

4,141 

7,696 

8,283 

10, 765 

11,182 

13,844 

11, 670 

510 

749 

909 

1,073 

1,873 

1,949 

2,401 

3,837 

6,746 

7,077 

8,002 

17,063 

14, 957 

19, 606 

221 

332 

278 

272 

342 

205 

216 

93 

134 

115 

118 

266 

138 

121 

8 

9 

13 

34 

82 

119 

226 

296 

323 

906 

3,802 

6,496 

27 

62 

69 

94 

99 

298 

694 

138 

266 

413 

246 

641 

724 

631 

11,  627 

12,  064 

14, 494 

17,343 

26, 322 

22,948 

18, 970 

355 

292 

240 

224 

306 

460 

280 

1,440 

1,141 

1,099 

899 

1,092 

1,723 

994 

8,149 

20,175 

•  6,289 

2,448 

1, 100 

(*) 

(>) 

48,  072 

20,273 

17,633 

4,019 

6,542 

(*) 

(2) 

4, 054 

7,814 

7,414 

8,075 

9,  811 

10, 361 

2,323 

989 

1,113 

1,701 

1,473 

2,362 

4,837 

7,068 

6,068 

7,847 

8,151 

9,681 

12, 249 

13, 171 

10, 214 

4,577 

6,748 

6,194 

81404 

7,047 

6,533 

6,351 

28,957 

28,767 

28,374 

19,  395 

8,351 

6,308 

6,360 

22,796 

18, 132 

12,847 

10, 138 

15,822 

30,465 

32,982 

1, 030 

1,940 

1,  713 

1,489 

1,526 

1,626 

1,507 

8,807 

7,417 

8,066 

14, 105 

10,  670 

12,325 

14,032 

17.  721 

27,092 

38,  873 

69,804 

79,022 

62,600 

43,092 

912 

1,442 

1,  082 

609 

97 

493 

630 

49,919 

64,663 

52, 095 

43, 865 

49,  no 

127,  273 

94,  658 

990 

1, 104 

805 

792 

911 

1,371 

1,391 

62 

145 

79 

61 

43 

(•) 

346 

394 

379 

177 

108 

33 

70 

105 

66 

69 

35 

(■) 

3,119 

fi  356 

4 

145 

109 

81, 192 

79,780 

81, 432 

1  Less  than  500. 

>  Included  with  terracing. 

*  Included  with  contour  iisting  or  furrowing. 

*  Included  under  a  seed  dassifioation  not  shown  here. 

*  Acreage  not  available  in  all  States. 

Source:  Field  Service  Branch,  February  1947. 


Agricultural  conservation  program 


Program  years. 
Fiscal  years.... 


1936 

1937 

1937 

1938 

1938 

1939 

1939 

1940 

1940 

1941 

1941 

1942 

1942 

1943 

1943 

1944 

1944 

1945 

1945 

1946 

1946 

1947 

1947 

1948 

$314,072,000 
60, 732, 000 

$217, 762, 000 
90,791,000 

$351,723,000 
93, 919, 000 

$381,872,000 
117, 078, 000 

$327,881,000 

116,008,000 

$334, 234, 000 
123,  960,  000 

$219,  218, 000 
168,364,000 

$224, 709, 000 
215,  242,000 

(Budget) 

$281,367,000 
12,  500, 000 

$220,462,000 

33,061,000 

$267,200,000 

12,500,000 

$267,200,000 

374, 804, 000 

308, 553, 000 

445,  642,000 

498, 950, 000 

443, 889, 000 

458, 194, 000 

387,582,000 

439, 951,000 

293,867,000 

253,  523, 000 

279,700,000 

267,200,000 

6,  699,  858 
18. 825, 649 

28,  867,  853 
15,  082, 360 

34, 853, 054 
12,  552,  966 

32, 382,  496 
10,  926,  626 

25, 599, 149 
11,048,315 

29, 448, 356 
10. 987,  500 

31, 862, 896 
9,  784, 100 

17, 510, 850 
8, 821, 377 

16,  300, 000 
7,  949,  968 

17,  519,  505 
7, 352, 864 

20,  039,  088 
8,  871,  868 

24, 489,  088 
9,  095, 868 

24,  525,  607 

43, 950,  213 

47,  406,  020 

43, 309, 122 

36, 647, 464 

40,  435, 856 

41, 646,  996 

26, 332, 227 

24,  249,  968 

24, 872, 369 

28, 910, 956 

33, 584, 956 

-1-40, 670, 493 

+77, 496,  787 

-4,048,020 

4-17,290,878 

-14, 954,961 

4-758, 815 

+20,  771,  004 

-66,283,227 

-15,616,968 

-+77, 202, 631 

■+S,  635, 044 

-+935,044 

440,000,000 

430, 000, 000 

489, 000, 000 

659,  550, 000 

465,  581,  503 

499,  388,  671 

450,  000,  000 

400, 000, 000 

302,  500,  000 

355,  658,  000 

314, 246, 000 

301,  720*  000 

Payments  (program  year): 

I  Allotment  payments _ 

Practice  payments _ 

•  Special  payments _ 


Total  payments.. 


Operating  expenses  (fiscal 
year): 

County  associations _ 

•  National  and  State. . 


Total  operating  ex¬ 
penses _ _ 

Transfers,  allotments,  and 
,  adjustments _ 


Total  appropriations. 


Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not 
speak  longer  on  the  soil-conservation 
program.  I  like  to  close  with  this  ad¬ 
monition — for  one,  shall  never  agree 
to  any  kind  of  a  conference  report  which 
does  away  with  soil  conservation  for  1948. 
One  hundred  and  fifty  million  dollars  is 
a  small  amount  to  keep  soil  conservation 
In  existence  for  that  year.  Certainly  if 
we  yield  to  the  House  on  this  important 
conference,  soil  conservation  is  a  dead 
issue.  It  will  remain  so  as  long  as  the 
Republicans  are  in  control  of  both  Houses 
of  Congress. 


As  I  said  in  the  beginning,  it  is  simply 
impossible  for  me  to  understand  why,  the 
Republican-controlled  House,  could  for 
economic  reasons — which  are  false  from 
the  foundation  up — let  the  farmers  of 
the  Nation  down  on  this  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program.  I  am  sure  the  Senate  will 
honor  the  pledge  we  made  to  them  in  the 
geventy-ninth  Congress.., _ 

THftBAaCEN^  STRIKE  OP  SOUTipRN 
f  PACmSTbeOC^OTIVE  EN(3INEERS 

1  Mr,  KNOWLAI^>MiCP^sident,  I 

i  wish  to  bringJ»^ifeattention8!f'tbe.Sen- 


ate  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  coun¬ 
try  ^What  I  believe  to  be  a  very  critical 
situatmi9»which  now  is  brewip^ on  the 
Pacific  coJ>^.  I  refer  to  th^^reatened 
strike  of  th^^Southern  P^ific  Railway 
locomotive  engm^rSjj^ch  is  scheduled 
to  take  place  tonig)i<fat  6  o’clock  Pacific 
coast  time. 

In  order  l^give  sonIKsOf  the  back¬ 
ground  Q^^iis  matter,  I  to  read 
into  tb^ECORD  a  few  telegram&^hich  I 
'  havs^eceived,  and  which  I  thmfe»,ghow 
TC  urgency  of  the  situation. 
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The  first  telegram  reads  as  follows : 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  July  20,  1947. 
Horn  William  P.  Knowland, 
lited  States  Senate, 

Washin^on,  D.  C.: 

StrikSLof  Southern  Pacific  engineers  at 
critical  ^i^t  in  harvesting  season  would  pre¬ 
sent  serioiSl^hreat  to  stability  of  western  ag¬ 
riculture,  In^^stry,  and  trade.  IjOSs  of  per¬ 
ishable  crops  at  this  time  would  adversely  af¬ 
fect  the  econol^  of  this  area  for  the  next 
year  or  longer,  vfc  urge  that  every  means  be 
used  to  foster  pe^^ful  settlement  of  differ¬ 
ences. 

1.  S.  Bebsemyeh, 

President,  Los  J^geles  Chamber  of 
Commerce. 

The  next  telegram  Is  1b  follows : 

Alhambra,  Calif.,  afeily  2J,  1947. 
Senator  William  F.  Knowland 

Senate  Offices,  W ashington,"^^  C.: 

Alhambra  Chamber  of  Commerok  wishes  to 
call  your  attention  to  the  pendin^^trike  of 
engineers  on  the  Southern  Pacific  CokPacific 
lines  called  for  6  p.  m.  July  21.  Requ\|t  you 
do  all  in  your  power  to  avert,  as  this  a^lke 
will  be  most  disastrous  to  the  economl|^of 
southern  California  as  well  as  all  of  Ca 
fornla  in  general. 

Woody  Wade, 

Manager,  Alhambra  Chamber  of 
Commerce. 

The  next  telegram  is  as  follows; 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  July  19,  1947. 
Hon.  William  P.  Knowland, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.; 

Southern  Pacific  strike  Monday,  July  21, 
will  seriously  curtail  operations  of  hundreds 
of  our  member  dealers  throughout  State. 
Urgently  ask  your  cooperation  in  obtaining 
President  Truman’s  intervention  to  avoid 
strike. 

Ralph  A.  Brown, 

Managing  Director,  Retail  Furniture 
Association  of  California. 

The  next  telegram  reads  as  follows: 

Whither,  Calif.,  July  19,  1947. 
Hon.  Senator  William  F.  Knowland, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

You  are  earnestly  urged  to  do  everything 
possible  to  prevent  the  threatened  Southern 
Pacific  Railroad  strike  planned  for  Monday, 
July  21.  You  are  fully  familiar  with  the  dis¬ 
astrous  loss  such  a  strike  will  entail  on  our 
farmers  especially,  who  depend  on  railroad , 
transportation  for  removing  perishable  crop* 
from  California.  / 

Very  respectfully,  / 

Whittieb  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

The  next  telegram  comes  from  the 
president  of  the  University  of  Santa 
Clara: 

Santa  Clara,  Calif.,  July  19,  1947. 
Hon.  William  Knowland, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  that  you  take  step  to  avert  Southern 
Pacific  strike  scheduled  for  Monday  evening. 

W.  C.  Gianera,  S.  J., 
President,  University  of  Santa  Clara. 

The  next  tele^am  reads  as  follows : 

Long  Keach,  Calif.,  July  19, 1947. 
Senators  Wiliam  F.  Knoivland  and 

Sheridan  Downey, 

Senate/Offlce  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Threatened  strike  of  Southern  Pacific  en¬ 
gineers  would  be  major  calamity  to  Cali¬ 
fornia’s  perishable  crops  of  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables.  Respectfully  urge  you  to  do  every- 
t^ng  possible  to  avert  disruption  of  service. 

Long  Beach  Chamber  of  Commerce. 


The  next  telegram  comes  from  the 
chancelor  of  the  University  of  Southern 
California,  one  of  our  leading  universi¬ 
ties; 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  July  19,  1947. 
Senator  William  F.  Knowland, 

Senate  Chambers,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urgently  request  you  to  use  wour  infiuence 
to  avert  pending  Southern  Pacific  strike. 
Results  will  be  disastrous  in  this  area. 

R.  B.  von  Kleinsmid,  Chancelor. 

The  next  telegram  comes  from  the 
Growers  Service  Co.: 

Fresno,  Calif.,  July  19,  1947. 
Eon.  Senator  W.  Knowland, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

If  proposed  strike  of  Southern  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  employees  materializes,  this  valley  will 
not  only  suffer  serious  financial  losses  but 
public  in  general  will  be  deprived  of  lowest 
price  fresh  fruits  produced  in  this  valley  past 
several  years.  Peaches  now  ripening  on  trees; 
other  commodities  ready  for  harvest.  Any 
action  by  railroad  employees  to  stop  move¬ 
ment  of  these  commodities  will  definitely 
cause  chaos  in  this  valley.  We  respectfully 
urge  use  your  good  influence  to  avert  strike, 
but  if  strike  is  not  averted,  then  certainly 
fresh  fruits  should  have  same  consideration 
^as  milk,  hospital  supplies,  etc.  Your  per- , 
5|pnal  attention  would  be  appreciated  by  tlje 
sitoers  of  this  telegram,  together  with  ^e 
en^e  population  of  San  Joaquin  Valle^ 
Growers  Service>Co. 

I  hdye  received  a  large  numb^  of 'ad¬ 
ditional  telegrams  of  a  hke  na^re. 

Mr.  Prelsident,  in  order  to  ^ve  a  little 
of  the  backfcound  of  this  nmter,  I  wish 
to  read  into\he  Record  two  other  tele¬ 
grams: 

San  FrancjVo,  CAj/tp.,  July  18,  1947 
Hon.  William  F.  raipWLAND, 

United  States  S^^te,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Upon  behalf  of  oi^ membership  who  pack 
approximately  80  Decent  of  the  canned  fruits 
and  vegetables  Produced,  in  California,  we 
respectfully  ur^  that  you  and  the  emer¬ 
gency  Mediation  Board,  which  we  understand 
has  been  tqcfay  appointed  by  the  President 
to  handle  the  impending  strike  of  engineers 
on  the  southern  Pacific  Railroad  and  sub¬ 
sidiary  lines.  Do  everything  possible  to  pre¬ 
vent  any  interruption  of  service.  \ 

A  railroad  strike  at  this  time  woul'd,  result 
in  the  loss  of  a  tremendous  quantity  o^s^resh 
fruits  and  vegetables  entailing  not  only 
financial  loss  to  thousands  of  growers 
'  processors  but  destroying  much-need< 
foodstuffs.  Trucks  are  not  available  in  suffi¬ 
cient  number  to  move  the  fresh  fruits  and 
vegetables  to  the  canneries,  as  well  as  the 
necessary  cans,  sugar,  box  shook,  and  other 
materials  essential  to  the  production  of  the 
canned  pack.  This  matter  is  of  vital  im¬ 
portance  to  the  canning  industry,  which  Is 
the  third  largest  in  the  State  of  California. 

Canners  League  of  Califoenia, 

M.  A.  Clevenger, 

Executive  Vice  President. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  copy  of  a  tele¬ 
gram  which  was  sent  to  the  members  of 
the  Oregon  Delegation  by  Mr.  E.  T.  Mer- 
cier,  of  the  Southern  Pacific  lines.  He 
says: 

Your  telegram  July  20  regarding  threatened 
strike  against  Southern  J^ciflc-Paciflc  Lines 
by  locomotive  engineers.  President  Truman 
created  emergency  board  on  Friday.  July  18, 
and  Southern  Pacific  Immediately  announced 
It  would  cooperate  fully  with  the  board  In 
Its  inquiries  and  its  efforts  to  settle  this  dis¬ 
pute.  Under  Railway  Labor  Act  it  is  pro- 
'vlded  there  shall  be  no  strike  for  60  days 
after  appointment  of  emergency  board,  yet 
the  Engineers  Brotherhood  still  threatens  to 
strike  at  6  p.  m.  today. 


All  main  points  at  issue  were  passed  upon 
by  the  emergency  board  created  by  Presi¬ 
dent  Roosevelt  in  1945  and  Southern  Pacific 
accepted  that  board’s  recommendations  in 
their  entuey.  But  the  Er^ineers  Brother¬ 
hood  rejected  the  recommendations  and  has 
continued  to  do  so.  Southern  Pacific  at  all 
times  has  been  ready  to  meet  wltja  Brother¬ 
hood  officials  and  to  make  every  ■  reasonable 
attempt  to  arrange  a  just  settlement.  We 
are  still  ready  to  do  so  and  have  been  m 
actual  dally  conferences  with  the  mediator 
now  here  and  have  given  him  every  possible 
cooperation  in  his  efforts  to  effect  a  settle¬ 
ment.  Will  continue  to  exert  our  best  ef¬ 
forts  to  avert  the  strike.  Prior  to  setting 
of  present  strike  date.  Southern  Pacific  in 
effort  to  do  everything  it  could  to  avoid  strike 
and  consequent  great  loss  to  western  agricul¬ 
ture  and  business,  offered  further  conces¬ 
sions  to  the  Engineers,  going  far  beyond  the 
recommendations  of  the  first  emergency 
board,  but  Irfie  Brotherhood  officials  have  re¬ 
mained  obdurate.  ’Their  attitude  is  “all  or 
else.” 

A.  T.  Mercier. 

Mi.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Califomia  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
from  California  would  allow  me  to  have 
inserted  at  this  point  the  telegrams  the 
Oregon  delegation  sent  yesterday  to 
President  Truman  and  to  Mr,  Douglass, 
Chairman  of  the  National  Mediation 
Board,  and  to  Mr.  Alvaney  Johnson, 
president  of  the  Locomotive  Engineers, 
and  to  the  president  of  the  Southern 
Pacific  Lines? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  be  de¬ 
lighted  to  have  them  inserted  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
has  put  into  the  Record  information  on 
this  subject.  Tlie  telegrams  from  the 
Oregon  delegation  make  perfectly  clear 
to  the  officials  of  the  Railroad  Brother¬ 
hood  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Oregon 
delegation  that  there  is  absolutely  no 
justification  whatever  for  a  strike  at  this 
time,  so  long  as  peaceful  procedures  are 
available  to  the  parties  to  the  dispute  for 
the  settlement  of  the  dispute.  There¬ 
fore,  as  the  Senator  will  see  from  the 
telegrams  which  he  has  authorized  me 
to  have  inserted  at  this  point  in  the 
Record,  we  asked  President  Truman  to 
all  upon  the  parties  to  the  dispute  to 
-cept  either  the  appointment  of  an 
erne^ency  board  under  the  provisions 
of  Railway  Labor  Act  or  to  accept 
the  ajeointment  of  an  arbitrator  whose 
decisioK  would  be  final  and  binding. 

We  p(^t  out  further  in  our  telegrams 
to  the  P^ident  and  to  the  Railroad 
Brotherhooct  and  the  other  persons 
named,  that^  strike  on  the  Southern 
Pacific  at  thisWme  not  only  would  be 
devastating  to  ^  economic  life  of  the 
Senator’s  State  o^California,  to  Oregon, 
and  to  the  whole  PWific  area,  but  like¬ 
wise,  if  it  were  allov^  to  continue  for 
only  a  few  days,  would'^ave  a  very  dis¬ 
astrous  effect  on  the  ^nomy  of  the 
whole  country.  It  is  oui^osition  that 
there  certainly  is  no  justification  for  the 
parties  not  following  the  procedures  of 
the  Railway  Labor  Act.  ^ 

Let  me  say,  as  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  knows,  my  position  in  tlils  in¬ 
stance  Is  the  consistent  position  I  'have 
always  taken  in  labor  disputes.  I  shall 
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lever  condone  resort  to  strike  action 
len  peaceful  procedures  are  available 
tdS^bor  for  the  settlement  of  their  dls- 
put^.  I  am  glad  to  join  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  J|^m  California  in  a  protest  against 
this  traieatened  strike. 

I  am  gted  to  say,  that  I  was  Informally 
told,  onlXa  few  minutes  ago  by  the 
White  Houste  that  the  White  House  does 
propose,  if  itHias  not  already  done  so,  to 
inform  the  paWes  that  it  stands  ready 
to  appoint  an  ei^gency  board,  in  return 
for  which  it  has\he  right  to  expect  a 
pledge  from  the  pieties  that  they  will 
carry  out  the  real  putoose  and  intent  of 
an  emergency  board  once  it  is  set  up. 

The  PRESIDING  OP^ER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  ^  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  glad  to  con¬ 
sent  to  the  contribution  by  tlXsenator 
from  Oregon,  and  thank  him  foKhis  re¬ 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection  the  teleg^l^ms 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec 
as  follows: 

July  20,  1947. 

Hon.  Harry  S.  Truman, 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 

The  White  House,  Washington,  D.  C.: 
We  of  the  congressional  delegation  from 
the  State  of  Oregon  are  greatly  disturbed 
over  reports  being  received  today  by  tele¬ 
graph  from  Oregon  and  in  the  press  and  over 
the  radio  of  a  threatened  strike  of  the 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  on  the 
Southern  Pacific  Railroad  system  scheduled 
for  tomorrow  night.  We  respectfully  be¬ 
seech  you  to  call  upon  the  ofiScials  of  both  the 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  and 
the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  to  agree  to  a 
settlement  of  this  dispute  by  either  one  of  two 
peaceful  procedures  authorized  by  existing 
law,  namely,  the  appointment  by  you  of  an 
emergency  board  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act  or  the  ap¬ 
pointment  by  you  of  an  arbitrator  subject  to 
the  understanding  upon  the  part  of  the  par¬ 
ties  to  the  dispute  that  the  arbitrator’s  deci¬ 
sion  should  be  final  and  binding.  We  have 
sent  a  wire  today  to  Alvanley  Johnston,  grand 
chief  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engi¬ 
neers,  making  clear  to  him  that  in  our  opin¬ 
ion  a  strike  of  the  Locomotive  Engineers 
would  be  inexcusable  and  decidedly  against 
the  best  interest  of  both  the  public  and 
workers  Involved.  We  need  not  tell  you  of 
the  seriousness  of  this  threatened  strike  to 
the  economic  life  of  the  Pacific  coast  and , 
eventually  to  the  entire  Nation.  We  belle-^ 
that  if  you  will  make  perfectly  clear  to  l^e 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  J«at 
you  are  willing  to  appoint  either  an  emer¬ 
gency  board  or  an  arbitrator  for  the  ^aceful 
settlement  of  this  dispute,  their  ^mmon 
sense  will  tell  them  that  such  a'  solution 
should  be  accepted.  If  this  smke  should 
come  off  as  scheduled  you  may, me  sure  that 
we  as  Members  of  the  Congress  will  stand 
ready  to  cooperate  in  what^er  way  we  can 
with  the  administration  l^bringing  an  end 
to  the  strike  because  om'the  basis  of  such 
information  as  we  poss^  we  do  not  believe 
that  it  is  necessary  tmresort  to  strike  action 
In  order  to  obtain  a/Tair  and  equitable  set¬ 
tlement  of  this  djepute. 

Respectfully  yours. 

Cordon. 
Morse. 
Angell. 
Ellsworth. 
Norblad. 

July  20,  1947. 

Hon.yiRANK  P.  Douglass, 

yChairman,  National  Mediation  Board, 

/  Washington,  D.  C.: 

/We  of  the  congressional  delegation  from 
the  State  of  Oregon  have  sent  the  following 


wires  today  to  President  Truman  and  to  AI- 
vaney  Johnston,  grand  chief  of  the  Brother¬ 
hood  of  Locomotive  Engineers:  To  President 
Truman  quote:  We  of  the  congressional  del¬ 
egation  from  the  State  of  Oregon  are  greatly 
disturbed  over  reports  being  received  to¬ 
day  by  telegraph  from  Oregon  and  in  the 
press  and  over  the  radio  of  a  threatened 
strike  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  En¬ 
gineers  on  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad 
System  scheduled  for  tomorrow  night.  We 
respectfully  beseech  you  to  call  upon  the 
officials  of  both  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomo¬ 
tive  Engineers  and  the  Southern  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  to  agree  to  a  settlement  of  this  dispute 
by  either  one  of  two  peaceful  procedures  au¬ 
thorized  by  existing  law,  namely,  the  ap¬ 
pointment  by  you  of  an  emergency  board  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Rail¬ 
way  Labor  Act  or  the  appointment  by  you 
of  an  arbitrator  subject  to  the  understand¬ 
ing  upon  the  part  of  the  parties  to  the  dis¬ 
pute  that  the  arbitrator’s  decision  should  be 
final  and  binding.  We  have  sent  a  wire  today 
to  Alvaney  Johnston,  Grand  Chief  of  the 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  mak¬ 
ing  clear  to  him  that  in  our  opinion  a  strike 
of  the  locomotive  engineers  would  be  inex¬ 
cusable  and  decidedly  against  the  best  in¬ 
terest  of  both  the  public  and  workers  in¬ 
volved.  We  need  not  tell  you  of  the  serious-  y 
,.ness  of  this  threatened  strike  to  the  eco-/ 
lomic  life  of  the  Pacific  Coast  and  eventually 
ta^he  entire  Nation.  We  believe  that  if  ydu 
wiH^ake  perfectly  clear  to  the  BrotherJ^od 
of  Locomotive  Engineers  that  you  are  wfillng 
to  ap^int  either  an  emergency  boary  or  an 
arbitraphr  for  the  peaceful  settlemeqft  of  this 
dispute  ^eir  common  sense  wlll,.1;ell  them 
that  such  T^solution  should  be  a^^cepted.  If 
this  strike  skpuld  come  off  as  a<iieduled  you 
may  be  sme  tWat  we  as  Meml^s  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  will  stanoi^eady  to  copjjerate  in  what¬ 
ever  way  we  carnwith  the, Administration  in 
bringing  an  end  M^he  strtke  because  on  the 
basis  of  such  Infora^tjfin  as  we  possess  we 
do  not  believe  that  ^Is  necessary  to  resort 
to  strike  action  in  ojfflet  to  obtain  a  fair  and 
equitable  settlemqnt  oXthis  dispute.  Re¬ 
spectfully  yoursy'  UnquXe- 
To  Alvanley  J»nston  quXe :  We  of  the  con¬ 
gressional  del^atlon  from  C»Kon  are  great¬ 
ly  dlsturbed^^er  the  telegrap^c  newspaper 
and  radio  r^orts  today  of  a  threkdened  strike 
of  the  enrfneers  on  the  Southfem  Bacific  Rail¬ 
road  scl>(Wuled  for  tomorrow  nightXit  is  our 
opinloy  that  such  a  strike  would  not  only 
be  aafeinst  the  best  public  interest  bitt  also 
aga^st  the  best  Inteerst  of  the  Brotherl^od 
of^iocomotlve  Engineers  and  organized  laj^or 
^nerally.  This  is  no  time  for  resorting 
/economic  action,  we  care  not  what  the  provo^ 
cation.  Our  experience  with  labor  problems 
in  the  railroad  Industry  convinces  us  that 
there  is  adequate  mediation  and  arbitration 
machinery  and  procedures  available  to  you 
for  a  peaceful  and  orderly  settlement  of  this 
dispute  without  resorting  to  strike  action. 
Domestic  economic  conditions  in  this  coun¬ 
try  with  their  many  International  implica¬ 
tions  make  it  absolutely  unthinkable  to  us 
that  you  would  call  a  railroad  strike  at  this 
time.  We  are  wiring  President  ’Truman  today 
urging  that  he  offer  to  both  parties  in  this 
dispute  to  appoint  either  an  emergency  board 
under  the  Railway  Labor  Act  or  if  the  parties 
prefer  an  arbitrator  to  settle  this  case  by  the 
rules  of  reason  rather  than  by  the  unneces¬ 
sary  and  Inexcusable  use  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  strike  action.  We  are  sure  that  we 
need  not  argue  with  you  our  friendly  inter¬ 
est  in  the  legitimate  rights  of  organized 
labor.  Ho'wever,  when  ^organized  labor,  be  it 
the  Broth'erhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  or 
any  other  group,  resorts  to  economic  action 
without  exhausting  in  the  first  Instance  all 
of  the  peaceful  procediues  available  to  them 
under  existing  law  and  reason  then  we  shall 
always  protest  such  action  in  the  Interest 
of  the  public  welfare.  We  are  also  sure  that 
it  is  unnecessary  for  us  to  tell  you  that  we 
have  a  high  regard  for  your  qualities  of  in¬ 
dustrial  statesmanship  and  for  the  service 


that  you  have  rendered  the  Brotherhood  of 
Locomotive  Engineers  over  the  years  in  ad¬ 
vancing  their  economic  welfare.  There^re, 
we  strongly  urge  you  not  to  bring  dis^dit 
upon  your  fine  record  by  resorting  to^trlke 
action  in  this  case,  especially  when  w«  think 
it  is  perfectly  clear  to  all  concerned  includ¬ 
ing  the  public,  that  here  is  a  casA  that  can 
and  should  be  settled  by  the  ^derly  pro¬ 
cedures  of  mediation  or  arbitration.  A  strike 
on  the  Southern  Pacific  Raihyad  at  this  time 
would  have  devastated  effe^  on  the  entire 
economic  life  of  the  West/Coast  and  if  pro¬ 
longed  for  even  a  few  days  would  do  great  in¬ 
jury  to  the  entire  economy  of  the  country. 
Hence,  we  sincerely  hqfie  that  you  will  accept 
any  offer  that  is  made  to  you  by  officials 
of  Government  acyhg  within  their  authority 
to  settle  this  ca^fe  without  resort  to  strike 
action.  Unquoj*. 

We  respectfully  urge  that  the  National 
Mediation  Board  make  an  announcement  at 
once  to  the^ American  public  as  to  the  Issues 
Involved  ,ln  this  case  and  as  to  the  steps 
which  tJie  Board  has  taken  in  giving  to  the 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  accept  peaceful  procedures  for 
th^settlement  of  this  dispute.  We  are  con¬ 
vinced  that  as  soon  as  the  American  people 
Understand  what  the  National  Mediation 
Board  has  already  done  in  an  endeavor  to 
avoid  this  strike  public  opinion  will  make 
clear  Immediately  that  it  disapproves  of  the 
strike  action.  Here  is  a  case  in  which  we 
think  the  spotlight  of  publicity  should  be 
focussed  in  an  endeavor  to  get  both  parties 
to  the  dispute  to  see  upon  refiection  that 
they  owe  it  to  the  public  as  well  as  to  them¬ 
selves  to  call  off  the  threatened  strike  by 
accepting  peaceful  procediues  under  the 
Railway  Labor  Act  for  its  settlement. 
Regards. 

Cordon. 

Morse. 

Angell. 

Ellsworth. 

Norblad. 

July  20,  1947. 

Mr.  Alvanley  Johnston, 

Grand  Chief,  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Engineers,  Engineers  Building, 
Cleveland,  Ohio; 

Mr.  P.  O.  Peterson, 

President,  Brotherhood  'of  Locomotive 
Engineers,  Southern  Pacific  Railway 
Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.; 

We  of  the  congressional  delegation  from 
Oregon  are  greatly  disturbed  over  the  tele¬ 
graphic,  newspaper,  and  radio  reports  today 
of  a  threatened  strike  of  the  engineers  on 
the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  scheduled  for 
^tomorrow  night.  It  is  our  opinion  that  such 
strike  would  not  only  be  against  the  best 
iblic  interest  but  also  against  the  best  In¬ 
tent  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Engitoeers  and  organized  labor  generally. 
’This  no  time  for  resorting  to  economic 
action^we  care  not  what  the  provocation. 
Our  exp^ence  with  labor  problems  in  the 
railroad  l^ustry  convinces  us  that  there  Is 
adequate  rnwliatlon  and  arbitration  machin¬ 
ery  and  prodMures  available  to  you  for  a 
peaceful  and  orderly  settlement  of  this  dis¬ 
pute  without  nesorting  to  strike  action. 
Domestic  economlk  conditions  in  this  coun¬ 
try  with  their  ma^  international  implica¬ 
tions  make  it  absolutely  unthinkable  to  us 
that  you  would  call  a\»ilroad  strike  at  this 
time.  We  are  wiring  M^ident  Truman  to¬ 
day  urging  that  he  offer  t(Xioth  parties  in  this 
dispute  to  appoint  either  a^mergency  board 
under  the  Railway  Labor  Ac^r  if  the  parties 
prefer  an  arbitrator  to  settle  fiMs  case  by  the 
rules  of  reason  rather  than  by\he  unneces¬ 
sary  and  Inexcusable  use  under  tihe  circum¬ 
stances  of  strike  action.  We  are \ure  that 
we  need  not  argue  with  you  our^riendly 
Interest  in  the  legitimate  rights  of  or^nized 
labor.  However,  when  organized  labor,''^e  It 
the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  or 
any  other  group,  resorts  to  economic  action 
without  exhausting  in  the  first  Instance  all 
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the  peaceful  procedures  available  to  them 
ider  existing  law  and  reason  then  we  shall 
always  protest  such  action  in  the  interest  of 
th\public  welfare.  We  are  also  sure  that 
It  il^nnecessary  for  us  to  tell  you  that  we 
have\  high  regard  for  your  qualities  of  In¬ 
dustrie  statesmanship  and  for  the  service 
that  yob  have  rendered  the  Brotherhood  of 
Locomol^e  Engineers  over  the  years  in  ad¬ 
vancing  »eir  economic  welfare.  Therefore, 
we  stronA  urge  you  not  to  bring  discredit 
upon  your\ne  record  by  resorting  to  strike 
action  in  th\  case,  especially  when  we  think 
it  is  perfectl\clear  to  all  concerned,  includ¬ 
ing  the  publi\  that  here  is  a  case  that  can 
and  should  b^ettled  by  the  orderly  pro¬ 
cedures  of  mediation  or  arbitration.  A  strike 
on  the  Southern  l^cific  Railroad  at  this  time 
would  have  devasktlng  effect  on  the  entire 
economic  life  of  ti»  west  coast  and  if  pro¬ 
longed  for  even  a  \w  days  would  do  great 
Injury  to  the  entire  ^nomy  of  the  country. 
Hence,  we  sincerely  h(^  that  you  will  accept 
any  offer  that  is  mad^o  you  by  officials  of 
Government  acting  witl»i  their  authority  to 
settle  this  case  without  ^sort  to  strike  ac¬ 
tion. 

Regards, 

Cordon. 
Morse. 


iNGELL. 

LLSWORTH. 

ORBLAD. 


JULY  Ig,  1947. 

Mr.  A.  T.  Meecier, 

President,  Southern  Pacific  RailwHn 
San  Francisco,  Calif.: 

We,  the  congressloiml  delegation  ^rom 
Oregon,  are  greatly  disturbed  over  ^le- 
graphic,  newspaper,  and  radio  reports  tc^y 
of  a  threatened  strike  of  the  engineers  on  Ao 
Southern  Pacific  Railroad  scheduled  for  to 
morrow  night.  It  is  our  opinion  that  sucl: 
a  strike  would  not  only  be  against  the  besti 
public  interest  but  also  against  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  locomotive  engineers,  organized 
labor  generally,  and  the  Southern  Pacific 
Railway  Co.  and  management  in  general.  Our 
experience  with  labor  problems  and  the  rail¬ 
road  industry  convinces  us  that  there  is  ade¬ 
quate  mediation  and  arbitration  procedures 
available  to  you  both  for  a  peaceful  and  or¬ 
derly  settlement  of  this  dispute  without  re¬ 
sorting  to  strike  action.  You,  as  representa¬ 
tive  of  management,  have  a  grave  responsi¬ 
bility  to  urge  upon  the  brotherhood  coopera¬ 
tive  action  in  seeking  a  peaceful  solution  to 
this  problem  which  will  not  imperil  the 
standing  of  both,  resulting  in  incalculable^ 
loss  to  those  upon  whom  both  depend  fq 
their  livelihood  and  profits.  We  are  wirL 
President  Truman  today  urging  that  heeler 
to  both  parties  in  this  dispute  to  au^lnt 
either  an  emergency  board  under  the  B^lway 
Labor  Act  or,  if  the  parties  prefer,  a^irbitra- 
tor  to  settle  this  case  by  the  rule^of  reason. 
A  strike  on  the  Southern  Pacifi^Railroad  at 
this  time  would  have  a  devast^ng  effect  on 
the  entire  economic  life  of  tBe  west  coast, 
and  If  prolonged  for  even  ^ew  days  would 
do  great  Injury  to  the  entuC  economy  of  the 
country.  Hence,  we  sln^Sely  hope  that  you 
will  accept  any  offer  t^re  is  made  to  you  by 
officials  of  Government,  acting  within  their 
authority  to  settle  tms  case  without  resort  to 
strike  action.  Regilfds. 

Cordon. 
Morse. 

Anc-ell. 
Ellsworth. 
Norblad. 


Mr.  K^OWLAND.  Mr.  President,  this 
matt^is  of  vital  importance,  not  only  to 
myJBtate  of  California,  to  the  State  of 
th^  Senator  from  Oregon,  and  to  the 
late  of  Washington,  but  to  the  entire 
^vestern  area  of  the  United  States,  which 
is  served  by  the  Southern  Pacific  lines, 


one  of  the  large  railroad  systems  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator  wiU 
permit  me  to  conclude  my  statement,  it 
will  not  take  me  more  than  a  few  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  this  is  a  very 
important  matter,  because  I  have  been 
receiving  telegrams  in  regard  to  the  sit¬ 
uation,  so  apparently  it  is  affecting  the 
Middle  West.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
from  California  is  making  his  statement. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  that  this  afternoon  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  appointed  a 
board,  consisting  of  Col.  Grady  Lewis,  of 
Washington,  D.  C.;  Leverett  Douglas,  of 
Oklahoma  City,  and  Paul  Ar  Dodd,  of  the 
University  of  California. 

I  was  informed  also  a  few  minutes  ago 
in  a  telephone  conversation  to  the  Pacific 
coast  that  a  Mr.  Hobart,  who  is  the  as¬ 
sistant  grand  chief,  I  believe,  of  the 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers, 
came  out  of  a  meeting  which  is  now  ii 
progress  in  the  city  of  San  Francisc 
and  is  reported  to  have  said — hope/iie 
is  not  quoted  correctly — “that  it  ^uld 
not  make  any  difference  what  actyfn  the 
President  took,  they  were  goii;^ ahead 
with  the  strike.” 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  man  and 
no  group  of  men  have  Jme  right  to 
strangle  the  economic  lif^ of  any  State 
or  any  region,  or  of  t^r  United  States. 

I  consider  such  a  stri^  a  matter  of  ab¬ 
solute  irresponsibilit^on  the  part  of  the 
Brotherhood  of  I^omotive  Engineers. 
It  seems  to  me  Ifiat  they  are  showing 
themselves  as  bjmg  unmindful  of  the  re- 
ponsibility  i^nch  is  in  their  hands, 
have  sa^ before  on  the  floor  of  the  ; 
ite,  aafl  I  shall  say  it  again,  that 
peoWe,  h^they  in  Government,  be  they 
in  btkii^ss,  or  be  they  in  labor  organiza- 
tions^ho  exercise  vast  power,  must  also 
recQpi*e  the  fact  that  with  power  must 
g^espflbsibility.  Certainly  in  this  case, 
^he  b^herhood  carries  thi’ough  with 
fts  threatV)  close  down  the  railway  lines, 
to  bring  dl^ster  to  agriculture  and  in¬ 
dustry  on  tM  Pacific  coast,  it  would  not 
be  showing  ^ense  of  responsibility,  but, 
rather,  it  wohld  be  showing  a  great 
sense  of  irresprosibility. 

I  say  on  the  H^r  of  the  Senate  at  this 
time  that  if  this  mreat  to  close  down  the 
roalroads  on  the  Bacific  coast  is  carried 
out  at  6  o’clock  Pafefle  time,  which  will 
be  5  hours  from  ™w,  I  shall  do  all 
I  can  to  have  the  Se\ate  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  delay  adjoummant.  If  there  are 
loopholes  in  the  Railway  Labor  Act 
which  permit  this  typ4  of  irrespnsi- 
bility,  that  act  should  be  Modified  before 
the  Members  of  Congress  i\turn  to  their 
homes. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
join  with  the  Senator  from  C^fornia  in 
his  protest  against  ,any  strik\  on  the 
Southern  Pacific  lines.  That  rfl^d  also 
crosses  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

It  happens  that  in  my  State  the  ffirm- 
ers  are  ready  to  engage  in  harvesting  the 
largest  wheat  crop  the  State  hasher 
had.  There  is  a  dire  shortage  of  re¬ 
read  faciUties  of  every  kind.  As  a  con¬ 
sequence  of  that  shortage,  wheat  is  being 


piled  on  the  ground  in  some  of  the  cot 
ties  and  areas  crossed  by  the  Soutt 
Pacific. 

I  shall  not  delay  the  Senate  y'com- 
menting  upon  the  situation  bronght  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  byJme  Sena¬ 
tor  from  California,  except  t^ay  to  him 
that  his  attitude  in  desirin^ro  have  Con¬ 
gress  remain  in  session  umil  it  can  pass 
legislation  which  may  b^r^eatly  needed 
in  the  crisis  which  maw^rise,  only  points 
up  remarks  I  was  nnmng  earlier  in  the 
day,  and  which  I  h9pe  to  complete  some- 
t.inift  hPforp,  annthpr  day, - - - 


AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATIONS— 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks]  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  disagree  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  42,  and  further  insist  on  its 
amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
merely  to  occupy  a  few  moments  to  ex¬ 
press  my  views  in  regard  to  the  pending 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Brooks]  in  regard  to  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program.  I  had  some  experience  as 
a  young  man  on  a  farm  in  the  matter 
of  wastage  of  soil,  and  in  addition  to  my 
own  experience  I  have  devoted  some  time 
to  the  study  of  the  effects  of  soil  erosion 
in  the  United  States. 

Of  course,  we  all  know  that  in  the  early 
history  of  our  country,  when  there  was 
plenty  of  land,  no  thought  was  given  to 
the  preservation  of  the  soil  or  to  its  rec¬ 
lamation,  because  it  was  unnecessary. 
Our  forefathers  moved  In  on  the  Atlantic 
seaboard,  cleared  up  a  strip  of  groimd, 
and  wore  it  out,  and  then  moved  farther 
west,  cleared  up  some  more  land,  and 
wore  it  out,  and  moved  on  again,  because 
there  was  plenty  of  new  soil  to  which 
they  could  move. 

A  few  years  ago  I  happened  to  be  In 
New  Hampshire  for  about  a  month,  and 
I  drove  around  over  that  beautiful  State. 
It  was  tragic  and  pathetic  to  see  the 
number  of  abandoned  farms  that  could 
be  found  in  New  Hampshire.  I  recog¬ 
nize  that  the  soil  conditions  in  New 
Hampshire  and  in  many  other  sections  of 
New  England,  render  it  difiScult  for  farm¬ 
ers  to  make  much  money  out  of  the  culti¬ 
vation  of  the  soil  because  of  the  rugged 
character  of  the  territory,  because  of  the 
rocks  which  it  Is  impossible  to  move. 
It  was  frequently  desirable  to  move  away 
and  even  leave  a  lovely  house  unoc¬ 
cupied  rather  than  to  remain  in  it  and 
try  to  make  a  living  off  that  soil.  I  saw 
many  beautiful  homes  which  had  been 
abandoned  for  years,  the  yards  grown  up 
in  weeds  and  underbrush  and  vegetation, 
hiding  even  the  windows,  the  panes  of 
most  of  which  had  been  knocked  out  or 
had  disappeared.  I  came  very  near  buy¬ 
ing  one  of  those  abandoned  farms  in  New 
Hampshire.  The  house  had  not  been 
lived  in  for  7  years.  I  stood  on  the  front 
porch  of  that  lovely  house  and  counted 
seven  beautiful  lakes  in  the  surrounding 
territory.  I  had  an  ambition  to  buy  it 
and  perhaps  spend  a  summer  up  there 
occasionally.  It  was  very  cheap,  but  I 
could  not  afford  it;  and  it  is  a  good  thing 
that  I  did  not  buy  it.  But  I  was  very 
greatly  impressed  with  the  utter  wastage 
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of  soil,  even  in  rugged  New  Hamrpshire. 
I  understand  that  many  of  those  farms 
have  been  bought  by  people  in  the  cities, 
and  that  they  have  been  improved  as 
summer  homes.  Some  of  the  farms  have 
been  returned  to  cultivation. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  now  confronted 
with  the  problem  not  only  of  preserving 
the  soil  we  have  left,  but  of  reclaiming 
the  fertility  of  much  of  the  soil  on  many 
farms  which  has  gone  to  waste.  I  was 
raised  on  a  farm  in  the  Ohio  Valley.  My 
father  was  what  we  call  a  a  woodsman,  in 
a  sense.  I  have  often  said  rather  face¬ 
tiously — but  there  is  more  truth  than 
poetry  in  it — that  he  counted  the  winter 
entirely  lost  that  did  not  see  him  clear 
off  12  acres  or  more  of  new  ground.  It 
frequently  fell  to  my  lot,  as  soon  as  I 
could  hold  the  plow  handles,  to  help 
break  up  the  new  ground  in  the  spring 
and  cultivate  it. 

I  remember,  when  I  was  about  12  years 
of  age,  that  my  father  and  I  and  the  rest 
of  us  boys — I  being  the  oldest — cleared 
off  12  acres  of  new  ground,  broke  it  up 
in  the  spring,  burned  our  beds  for  to¬ 
bacco,  and  cultivated  it.  Later  we 
moved  away  from  that  place.  Years 
later  I  drove  by  that  little  farm.  The 
12  acres  which  we  had  cleared  in  my 
boyhood  had  washed  out  in  gullys, 
through  soil  erosion,  neglect,  and  waste, 
until  the  house  in  which  we  lived  could 
be  buried  in  the  gullies  which  had  washed 
out  over  a  period  of  25  or  30  years.  That 
was  only  a  duplication  of  what  had  hap¬ 
pened  elsewhere  in  the  country. 

I  have  often  said — and  I  do  not  think 
It  can  be  denied — that  even  looking  at 
it  only  from  the  standpoint  of  our  own 
people,  forgetting  any  requirement  to 
help  feed  mankind  outside  the  United 
States  and  looking  at  it  purely  from  the 
standpoint  of  our  own  domestic  welfare, 
as  our  population  increases — and  it  is 
increasing  and  will  continue  to  increase 
over  the  years  until  we  shall  have  200,- 
000,000  or  300,000,000  people  in  the  United 
States — each  acre  of  land  must  support 
more  people  than  it  supported  the  year 
before.  That  is  an  inevitable,  automatic 
result. 

Our  problem  is  now  not  only  one  of 
preserving  what  soil  we  have,  but  of  re¬ 
claiming  the  ground  from  which  the  soil 
has  been  washed,  by  fertilization,  by  re¬ 
forestation,  and  by  whatever  other  meth¬ 
ods  we  may  adopt,  in  order  to  bring  back 
into  cultivation  millions  of  wasted  acres 
which  were  worn  out  and  abandoned, 
and  which  must  now  help  support  the 
American  people  by  the  growth  of  crops. 

I  live  in  the  Ohio  Valley.  Every  year 
we  see  millions  of  acres  of  rich  soil 
washed  down  from  the  hillsides  into  the 
little  creeks,  out  into  the  rivers,  and  then 
into  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  and  on 
down  into  the  Gulf,  carrying  rich  top¬ 
soil  which  can  never  be  recovered. 

Last  year  I  passed  by  the  little  12-acre 
tract  which  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago, 
which  has  now  been  reclaimed  under  the 
process  of  reclamation,  under  the  intel¬ 
ligent  treatment  which  has  been  brought 
about  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 
I  saw  that  little  tract  of  land,  which  in  a 
quarter  of  a  century  had  wasted  away 
and  worn  out  into  gullies,  reclaimed  for 
cultivation.  It  Is  now  a  lovely  pasture 


for  cattle,  hogs,  and  other  stock.  That 
would  not  have  been  done  and  could 
not  have  been  done  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  inauguration  of  the  soil-conser¬ 
vation  program.  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
same  thing  has  been  done  on  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  farms  and  acres 
throughout  the  United  States. 

So,  looking  at  it  from  the  standpoint 
even  of  our  own  country  alone,  we  can¬ 
not  afford  to  abandon  the  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  program.  We  cannot  afford  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  allow  our  soil  to  wash  out  into 
the  creeks  and  rivers  and  down  into  the 
ocean.  We  cannot  afford  to  hand  down 
to  generations  yet  to  come  land  so  im¬ 
poverished  so  that  they  cannot  make  a 
living  upon  it.  It  would  be  nothing  less 
than  criminal  for  us  to  do  so,  because 
our  people  must  live  here.  They  must 
live  upon  the  soil.  Out  of  the  ground 
must  come  what  man  eats.  Therefore  I 
deplore  any  effort  on  the  part  of  anyone 
to  reduce  the  activities  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  to  abandon  it  either 
next  year,  the  year  following,  or  10  years 
from  now,  because  we  have  not  yet  be¬ 
gun  to  reclaim  all  the  soil  that  has  been 
worn  out  and  wasted  during  the  time  in 
which  we  have  engaged  in  that  wasteful 
process  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  more  new 
soil.  There  is  no  more  virgin  soil  to 
which  our  people  can  move  after  having 
worn  out  a  farm.  There  may  be  some 
land  in  the  West  that  can  be  brought 
into  cultivation  by  irrigation  and  reclam¬ 
ation;  and  I  am  interested  in  that  proc¬ 
ess.  But,  by  and  large,  new  virgin  soil, 
as  it  was  known  in  this  country  50  or  100 
years  ago,  no  longer  exists. 

The  soil  conservation  program  has  two 
phases.  One  is  to  preserve  the  soil  we 
now  have,  and  the  other  is  to  reclaim  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  which  has  been  wasted. 
Individual  farmers  cannot  do  that  with¬ 
out  encouragement,  guidance,  and  assist¬ 
ance  from  the  Government.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  program  has  been  of  invaluable 
assistance  to  the  agricultural  regions  and 
the  agricultural  processes  of  our  country. 
I  hope  we  may  be  so  convinced  of  the 
wisdom  of  this  process,  in  our  own  de¬ 
fense,  in  defense  of  our  own  people,  and 
in  behalf  of  future  generations,  that  we 
shall  not  only  not  abandon  the  program, 
but  shall  improve  it  and  expand  it,  if 
necessary,  in  order  that  we  may  have  a 
rich  country,  fertile  in  all  its  regions, 
productive  of  the  things  the  American 
people  wish  for  themselves,  and  things 
which  they  wish  to  produce  for  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  the  world. 

For  that  reason,  among  others  I  could 
state,  I  shall  support  with  enthusiasm 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Brooks]  to  oppose  the  House 
amendment  to  the  soil  conservation  pro¬ 
gram.  When  the  time  comes  for  a  vote 
I  shall  join  in  the  request  for  a  yea-and- 
nay  vote,  so  that  the  American  farmer 
and  the  American  people  may  know 
where  each  of  us  stands  on  this  import¬ 
ant  conservation  program  which  has  been 
inaugurated  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks]  that  the  Sen¬ 


ate  disagree  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  Senate  amendment  No.  42,  and 
further  insist  upon  its  amendment. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
about  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum, 
but  I  shall  withhold  the  suggestion  long 
enough  for  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  to  request  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  we 
can  obtain  an  order  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  and  then  have  a  quorum  call,  I  think 
we  can  soon  reach  a  vote.  I  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Seantors  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Gurney 

Morse 

Baldwin 

Hatch 

Murray 

Ball 

Hawkes 

Myers 

Barkley 

Hill 

O'Conor 

Brewster 

Hoey 

O’Daniel 

Bricker 

Holland 

O’Mahoney 

Brooks 

Ives 

Pepper 

Buck 

Jenner 

Revercomb 

Butler 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson,  Va. 

Byrd 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Russell 

Cain 

Kem 

SaltonstaU 

Capehart 

Kilgore 

Smith 

Capper 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Chavez 

Danger 

Stewart 

Connally 

Lodge 

Taft 

Cooper 

Lucas 

Taylor 

Donnell 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Downey 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Dworshak 

McFarland 

Thye 

Eastland 

McGrath 

Umstead 

Ecton 

McKellar 

Vandenberg 

Ellender 

McMahon 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Wherry 

Flanders 

Malone 

White 

Fulbrlght 

Martin 

Wiley 

George 

Maybank 

Wilson 

Green 

Milllkln 

Young 

The 

PRESIDENT  pro  tempori 

Eighty-one  Senators  having  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  the  Senate 
disagree  to  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  Senate  amendment  No.  42,  and  fur¬ 
ther  insist  upon  its  amendment.  On 
this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  demanded  and  ordered,  and  the 


clerk  wiy  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCar¬ 
thy]  and  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Robertson]  are  necessarily  absent. 
The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  if  present  and 
voting,  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  is  necessarily  absent  be¬ 
cause  of  illness  in  his  family.  If  present 
and  voting,  he  would  vote  “yea.” 


The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bribges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  are  detained  on 
official  committee  business.  Both  Sen¬ 
ators,  if  present  and  voting,  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Bushfield],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Moore],  and  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Williams]  are  unavoidably 
detained.  The  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota,  if  present  and  voting,  would  vote 
“yea.” 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  Is  on  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  that  the  Senate  in¬ 
sist  upon  its  amendment  No.  1,  request 
a  conference  with  the  House  on  all 
amendments  still  in  disagreement,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  the  same  conferees  who  were 
previously  appointed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr. 
Brooks,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Reed,  Mr.  Bush- 
field,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Hayden,  and  Mr. 
Tydings  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  at  the  further  conference. 
RSJFtTNtrOP  PAffi'  BY 

INDIAN  CITIZENS— CONFERENCE  RE-, 

^RT  / 

mK  WATKINS  submitted  the  follow¬ 
ing  r^ort: 

The  cdoamittee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  \otes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
981)  to  amS»d  section  2  of  the  ac^  of  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1942  Stat.  21),  relatli^  to  the  re¬ 
fund  of  taxes  \llegally  paid  bwTndian  citi¬ 
zens,  having  met,  after  full  ire®  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recqjfamend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  resp^tive  Houses  as 
follows :  \ 

That  the  House  r^ede-'^from  Its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment^  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1  and  2  and  agrefr.to  the  same. 

ARTHU*  ATKINS, 

Zales’N.  EcfON, 

Carl  a.  Hat^, 

Managers  on  the  Part'of  the  Senate. 
Richard  J.  Welch, 

Wesley  A.  D'Ewabt, 

Antonio  M.  Fern\ndez, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.s  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 

— ""Taiggaui!!'  TROM  '"iW  "" 


July  21 


In  standardizing  such  names  among  the  Fed- / 
eral  departments,  and  for  other  purposes; 

■  S.  1348.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  addltic 
Of  certain  revested  Oregon  and  Callforrfa 
Railroad  grant  lands  to  the  Silver  CMek 
recreational  demonstration  project,  Inftiie 
{State  of  Oregon,  and  for  other  purposes^ 

I,  S.  1497.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  ejpitled 
l“An  act  authorizing  the  Director  fit  the 
ensus  to  collect  and  publish  staystics  of 
[cottonseed  and  cottonseed  product#;  and  for 
[other  purposes,”  approved  August  if  1916',  and 
I  S.  1J15.  An  act  to  make  surpl^  property 
I  available  for  the  alleviation  of  d^age  caused 
jby  flood  or  other  catastrophe. 

I  The  message  also  announced  that  the 
iHouse  had  agreed  to  thgf  report  of  the 
[committee  of  conference  An  the  disagree- 
'ing  votes  of  the  two/Houses  on  the 
Amendments  of  the  ^nate  to  the  bill 
|(H.  R.  3123)  making  Appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  me  Interior  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  c^ne  30,  1948,  and  for 
other  purposes:  tlAt  the  House  receded 
to  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  nyinbered  7,  17,  34,  41,  68, 
85.  101,  105,  114;  124,  130,  151,  and  152  to 
[the  bill,  and  concurred  therein,  and  that 
the  House  receded  from  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  6,  16/ 18,  39,  78,  104,  171,  176,  177, 
and  179  t/the  bill,  and  concurred  there¬ 
in,  severally  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  if  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  SenCate. 

Thel*  message  further  announced  that 
the  Mouse  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent 
res^tion  (S.  Con.  Res.  14)  favoring  a 
faif  representation  of  American  small 
bvKinessmen  on  policy-making  bodies 
eated  by  Executive  appointment. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  -.Iso  announced  that  the 
Speaker  ha;d  afiBxed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
[signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

{  S.  1508.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
j‘“An  act  to  express  the  intent  of  the  Congress 
'with  reference  to  the  regulation  of  the  busi- 
^ness  of  insurance,”  approved  March  9,  1945 
(59  Stat.  33): 
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Carthy]  and  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Robertson]  are  necessarily  absent. 
The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  if  present  and 
voting,  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey]  is  necessarily  absent  because  of 
illness  in  his  family.  If  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  is  detained  on  official  committee 
business.  If  present  and  voting,  he 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Moore]  and  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Williams]  are  unavoidably  de¬ 
tained. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed], 
who  is  necessarily  absent,  has  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Wagner].  The  Senator  from  Kan¬ 
sas,  if  present  and  voting,  would  vote 
“yea.” 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Vii'ginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  is  ab¬ 
sent  on  ofiScial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hay¬ 
den],  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydings],  who  are  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent,  would  vote  “yea,”  if  present. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wagner],  who  is  necessarily  absent,  and 
who  has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed],  wou]d  vote 
“yea,”  if  present. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  84, 
nays  0,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 84 


Aiken 

Gurney 

Murray 

Baldwin 

Hatch 

Myers 

Ball 

Hawkes 

O'Conor 

Barkley 

Hlckenlooper 

O’Daniel 

Brewster 

Hill 

O’Mahoney 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Overton 

Brooks 

Holland 

Pepper 

Buck 

Ives 

Revercomb 

Bushfield 

Jenner,  Colo. 

Robertson,  Va. 

Butler 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Russell 

Cain 

Kem 

Saltonstall 

Capehart 

Kilgore 

Smith 

Capper 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Chavez 

Langer 

Stewart 

Connally 

Lodge 

Taft 

Cooper 

Lucas 

Taylor 

Cordon 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Donnell 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Downey 

McFarland 

Thye 

Dworshak 

McGrath 

Umstead 

Eastland 

McKellar 

Vandenberg 

Ecton 

McMahon 

Watkins 

EUender 

Magnuson 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

Malone 

White 

Flanders 

Martin 

WUey 

Fulbrlght 

Maybank 

Wilson 

George 

MlUikln 

Young 

Green 

Morse 

NAYS— 0 

NOT  VOTING— 11 

Bridges 

Moore 

Tydings 

Byrd 

Reed 

Wagner 

Hayden 

Robertson, Wyo.WiUiams 

McCarthy 

Tobey 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
just  one  more  amendment,  amendment 
No.  1.  dealing  with  penalty  mail.  There 
is  a  matter  of  $300,000  difference  between 
the  House  and  Senate,  and  it  will  ulti¬ 
mately  be  decided  when  final  agreement 
is  reached. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  further 
Insist  on  its  amendment  No.  1,  and  re¬ 
quest  a  further  conference  with  the 
House  on  all  the  amendments  still  in  dis¬ 
agreement,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  same  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  as  were  previously  appointed. 


A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Farrell,  its  trolling 
clerk,  announced  that  the  lyuse  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  me  follow¬ 
ing  bills  of  the  Senate:  / 

S.  323.  An  act  authorizing  tlje  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  fo  allow  credits 
to  and  relieve  certain  disbur^g  and  certify¬ 
ing  officers  of  the  War  and  Nftvy  Departments 
in  the  settlement  of  certaly  accounts; 

S.  512.  An  act  to  exteny  provisions  of  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Farm  'imnant  Act  and  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  /jomestic  Allotment 
Act  to  the  Virgin  Islaryis; 

S.  616.  An  act  to  Athorize  the  creation 
of  a  game  refuge  ip  the  Francis  Marion 
National  Forest  in  tpe  State  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina;  / 

S.  753.  An  act  tb  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  /o  defer  the  collection  of 
certain  irrlgayon  construction  charges 
against  lands  /mder  the  Flathead  Indian 
Irrigation  proKct; 

S.  1180.  Aiyact  to  authorize  the  Issuance 
of  a  specia^erles  of  commemorative  stamps 
in  honor  o/  Gold  Star  Mothers; 

S.  1220.  An  act  to  transfer  jurisdiction  of 
certain  l^ds  comprising  a  portion  of  Acadia 
Nationy  Park,  Maine,  from  the  Department 
of  the  Aterior  to  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
and  f#r  other  purposes; 

S./262.  An  act  to  provide  a  central  au- 
thoipty  for  standardizing  geographic  names 
foj/the  purpose  of  eliminating  duplication 


H.  R.  3961.  An  act  to  provide  increases  in 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  Spanish- 
American  War  and  Civil  War  veterans  and 
their  dependents;  and 

H.  R.  4017.  An  act  to  amend  the  Armed 
Forces  Leave  Act  of  1946  to  provide  that 
bonds  issued  under  such  act  shall  be  redeem¬ 
able  at  any  time  after  September  1,  1947,  to 
permit  settlement  and  compensation  under 
such  act  to  be  made  in  cash,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  3  OF  1947 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  House  concurrent  resolution 
51,  dealing  with  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  3  of  1947. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  moved  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
House  concurrent  resolution  51,  dealing 
with  the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of 
1947.  The  clerk  will  state  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  concurrent 
resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  51)  that  the 
Congress  does  not  favor  the  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  3  of  May  27,  1947,  trans¬ 
mitted  to  Congress  by  the  President  on 
the  27th  day  of  May  1947. 


.’;'"|^J!^ 

i  - .  1,  ,  .  .  1^.  •  ’  *  •  ^  *  *■  ■  f 


''  -t'IF-  ;' 


■'Wl  . 


.<tv,  /'  'j: )^ •,,,- 


'^f 


fi! 


^  ^  i  ■■  >. ' 


»*i' 


t  * 


f  , 

trr 


t 


.t 


\'i 


y 


9 


I 

n 

.  < 


.•r 


1  .f,i 


i  ■« 


OF 


P 

u 


ONGRESSIONAL. PROCEEDINGS 


;  OF  INTEF^EST 

—  J 

If  ICE  OE  BUi3G-ET  AND  EIKAKCE 
ivlsion  6f  Legislative  Leports 
for  Depannient  staiT  only) 


TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

July  23,  I9L7 
CTuly  22,  I9L7 
SOth-lst,  No.  l4l 


Issued 
For  actions  of 


CONTENTS 


icul turel  aupro pr  ia t  i 0  n 
individual  itens 
^it  1 

prona  iat^y^^l,  4,10,16, 27 
sistant  secr^Ni^os. . .  .17. 

onic  encrgjr. . . ,  •  •  6 

iditing . -  . 

nsimer  credit . 

tton. . . 26 

ectrif ication,  rural...  5 

pn  "oro j^ran . . .  3- 

isheries. .  . . 21 


Flood  control.... ... ..9,27 

Foreign  affairs. . 7- 

Gcarlage  dispg  sa.1 ........  IS. 

Housing. . . . 15 , 20 ' 

Information. ........... .36  ' 

Lalor . . . 32 

Lalor ,  .f  o.rn. . .  .  2  ■ 

jp.nds  19 » 24. 

fam.v . 

Londs1^>«%^clanat  ion. . 

Latin  Anc^N^a. . .  . .  . l4 

Mineral  s  *  .■ .  .»'...  5 , 24 


Monopolies-. ...  .-i .... . 

Natural  resources* , .  ^*..<^33 
Noninations. ; . . ,  .  . .  .17 

.Personnel.  . . .  .Yl. ,  23,  2S 

■prices,  cupi^l. . 22 

.P.F.C.^^^^ . . . 25 

■Pes^^s^M.. . . S,12 

^tion  32  funds . 26 

Transportation. . . 30 

Water  pollution. .... . .13, 29 

Water  utilization . 3l,. 

Wool . . . . . 26 


IGHLIGKTS:  House  received  2nd Icji^J^for  once  report  on  .aff^^^ltaral  appropriation  'bill, 
loth  Houses  agreed  to  cAnfejj^'^e  report  on-National  Scien^^^oundation  "bilT*  Inter- 
.or  appropriation  hill  for  President..  House  passed  hil^s^j-  disposition  of 

hrnp-lahcr  canps.  Hp^^agreed  to  resolution  for  agriculture  stdh^^^hy  Apiculture 
loanittee.  Sem><^nnittccs  reported  hills  to  cortend  Civil  Servicc-'^lroncnt  Act 
to  certain  fg,^!f^^op  on]oloyees  and  to  facilita.te  USLA  flood  control  sur"^ 


HONSE  • 

AGEICTILTUEAL  APPPOPHIATICN  BILL,  PeCTiyed^the  sec'ond  conference  report  on  this 
hill  HR  3601  (pp.  9925-6).  The  conferees  agreed  to  the  followir^  items. 

'i^rLLraf coSirliionp^  $?65,635,0U4  W’^^Yno^sf^^ 

was~$2q5,6T57o%).  Administrative  expenses,  A^,  $24,500,000  '>Nouse, 
$22.,CO.o!joorSer^te,  $27.500,000) ,  19^6  ACP,  $150,000,000  ^Semte  figure; 
-House  proposed  no  194S  program).  Max™  paym.ent  to 

no  limit  in  1947  hut  $500  limit  in  194S  program  (Senate  provision,  House 

proposed  $500  limit  in  19L7)»  ,  >, 

I’anT.-tenant  loans,  $15,000,000  (House,  none;  Se^te,^  e.n 

Heat  inspectioSr$5, 000,000  for  a  "neapinspeoti9n_fund  «th 
- of  costs  ty  packers  (House  provision,  Senate  proposed 

■  $ll,l4o,000  to  he.,  financed  hy  the  Government}..  ,  =  .  ■ 

^kT.-Uilarfllnltatlo.n,  $1,059,000  '^ouse  figure;  Se^at  .  $l,06l  ^ 

The  statenent  conferees  yys,  .  •  - ^ “Pf  ^  ^  ^ 

■  direct  the  I^partnent  of  1^40^  of 

■  •  S  ?:rslS4:^3:;44iLs_fo;  fiscal  yy,r  lO^S  (other  than  for  neat 

inspection)  to  a  sum  not  exceeding  $  5  ,  "The- managers  on 

.  Schoolllunch  program..  The  House  concur"  in* amendment  No.  43 

the  part  o^.  the  House  will  move  ^  qq-q  '.^^'oVided  hv  the 

which  strikes  out  a  direct  appropriation  of  $45,000,000  pro 


House  and  to  recede  and. -concur  >in  Sena.tb .  anendnent  Ho.  59i  authorizing 
$75»000,d00  of  section  3^  funds »  with  an  anendnent  providing  $65,000,000, 
instead  of  $75»000, 000,.  "as  provided  hy  the  Senate,  together  with  a  limi¬ 
tation  that  no  part  of  the  fund  shall  he  used  for  nonfood  assistance," 


,  FAE14  UffiOR,  .Passed  without  amendment  H,  H,  425^,  providing  for  d'ispostibn  of 
fa'rrr-l'ahor  camps  to  public  or  semipuhlic  agencies  or  non-profit  association^ 


farmers  (pp.  9927-S). 


3,  AOi^^'LTIIRS  STUDIES,  Agreed,  witH out' 'amendment,  to  H.  Res.  29S,  authori^ng  the 
-^rKuiture  Committee  "to  conduct  studies,  investigations,  and  to  inqu^e  into 
any  nl^ttcr  within  its  jurisdiction,  '  including  hat  not  limited  to  '  thc^tudy  of 
iong-ratge  prohlems  affecting  agriculture  and  forestry;  the  stud^’’  the  opera¬ 
tion  ana^ffectiveness  of"  the  '  foot-and-mouth  disease  campaign;  study  and 

make  invesl^gations  into  the  existence 'and’ causes  of  shortages ‘a(hd‘ surpluses  of 
food  and  ot^^r  agricultural  commodities;  ’  to  study  the  curfeht^hd  prospective 
demand  for  foS^  and  other  agriciultufal  commodities  at  home  aj^f' abroad,  and  the 
effect  thereof%iPon  domestic  agriculture"' (p,  9927),.. 


hence  report-  on  this 
he- sent' to  the-Presidei 


4,  D.  C.  APPROPRIATIOl^^ILl,.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  co 
hiii,'H.  R.  4ib6' (p\^  9616-7,  9SS9)i'  This; bill  will 

J  A  .  . 

5.  MINERALS,  Passed,  175"*7^wwith  amenlTients  H,  R,  l6oaj^  to  .estahli^  a  National 
Mineral  Resources  Divisiofc  in  the  Interior  Depart^ nt  (pp*  939^912)*  As. 
passed,  the  hill  eliminated  the  provision  for  tbffs  new  Division  and  continues 
for  2  years  the  prcmium-rpri%i  plan  for' copper  j^ead,  and  zinc  through  RPC.  Rep, 
Martin,.  Iowa,  defended  REA  against  copper-hoarding  charges  (p,  9904), 


6,  CONSUMER-C^DIT  COIITROLS,  Passed'’\mth  amm^ment  H,  J,  Res,  222,  to  e3rtend 

aiithority  for  modified  consumer-cr^it  ^ntrols  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
until  Doc,  31,. 1947  (pp.  9914-22), 


7,  FOREIG-N  AFFAP-S,  Agreed  without  am^dn6^  to  H.Res.  295»  authorizing  the  Foreigr 
Affa.irs  Committee  to  conduct  stucyTs  and  investigations  into  all  matters  within 
its  jurfediction  (pp.  9926-7). 


Agreed  without. amendment  Res,  295W creating  a  select  committee  to 


study  needs  of  foreign  counties  v/ith  respect^n  food,  clothing,  economic  rehab¬ 
ilitation,  etc,  (pp,  9923'-3  ' 


6,  ATOl^IC -ENERGY.  Ren.  Holi/ield,  Calif.’,  criticized  discredit  atomic- 

bomb  scientists,"  and eluded  various  howspaner  it^^excerpts  on  the  subject 

(pp.  9931-5). 


SENATE 


9.  FLOOD  CONTROL,  ^he  Puhlic  Works  Committee  reported  vrithout  ?^^ndmcnt  H.R,  3l46, 

to  author izej^he  Department  to  neke  flood  control  examina.tion^and  'surveys  of 
.  watersheds  ^/concerning,  which  the  War  Deioartment  'is.  au'thorl  zed  ta!km,ake  surveys  01 
tho' vrp.terjjj^^ys, . and  authorizes  the  D.cpartme*ht  oY  Agriculture  to  ma^^  ■supplemont^lI 
flood  ct^trol  reoorts  when  requested  by  either  Public  Vlorks  (S.Rept. 

622)  U;  9604).  ‘  '  ".  .. 

, Received  from  the  Nar  D^artmcnt  a  report  on  Snitl;  River,  Oreg.  Doc. 94) 

(p,^606). 

'  y  '  ' 

10.  pf^ERlOR  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL ,  1946.  Agreed'to  the  conference  ren^t 

/on  this  bill,  H.R,  .3l23>  to  the  House  amendments  to  the  9^ua,tc  amerjimenti 


80th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  EEPKESENTATIVES  j  Eeport 
1st  Session  )  j  No.  1036 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 

1948 


July  22,  1947.' — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  3601] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  th'e  bill  (H.  R.  3601) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  ajnendments  numbered  17,  18, 
and  19. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  1,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  42: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  42,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert  the  following: 

For  expenses  nece'ssary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  590g-690q),  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  {except  the  provisions 
of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV 
and  V),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to 
exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such 
displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within  the  United 
States;  $228,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  December  31,  1948,  for 
compliance  with  programs  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936, 


2  AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1948 

as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  oj  the  1947  programs  carried  ou\  ‘ 
during  the  period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  SI,  1947,  inclusive:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  thif , 
head  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  ana 
other- administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including 
the  peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs.}, 
however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more  than  $7,080,815 
shall  be  .transferred  to  the  'appropriation  account,  “Administrative 
expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938” :  Provided 
further.  That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the\ 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the , 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  conservation  practice 
or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  i 
for  such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in ' 
the  application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowl-  | 
edge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as\ 
amended  {18  U.  S.  C.  80):^  Provided  further.  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the ; 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  * 
Numbered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any  State  or  county  \ 
information  employees,  but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  ]] 
inquiries  or  supplying  of  information  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  ;] 
further.  That  such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  ll 
administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  adminis-  '| 
tration  of  the  1948  programs  {amounting  to  $150,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of  the  |i 
funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the  several  States  in  ; 
accordance  with  their  conservation  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary:  !i 
Provided  f  urther.  That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  || 
reduced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution  and  that  no  ' 
participant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  j’ 
soil-  and  water-conservation  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  j 
1936,  as  amended,  and  programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended:  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program  .) 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect  to  which  ; 
such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming 
practices  which  will  encourage  and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  • 
and  water-conserving  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner 
and  adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  section  8  {b)  of  the  | 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the 
respective  States:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his 
discretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  ; 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said 
Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item:  Provided  furtner.  That  such  ' 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  | 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  ! 
making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  | 
out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  programs  provided  j 
for  herein:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and  directed  i 
to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant  to 
sections  7  to  1 7,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot- 
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[ment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary^  determines  that,  because  of  induc¬ 
tion  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to 
file,  or  were  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appropriation  for  such 
program  was  available  for  obligation,  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of 
the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation,  ''Conservation  and  use  of 
agricultural  land  resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1946:  Provided  further.  That  an  application  for  payment 
on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  {or  the  person  entitled 
^  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the 
^ farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition, 
\1385))  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed 
forces,  or  by  December  3i,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  provided  further , 
That  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureati, 
office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department 
shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel 
expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled 
"An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities” ,  approved  August  2, 
1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  pirovi- 
sions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  {18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have 
violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of 
Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  personal  services  or  other 
( expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to 
i favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except 
upon  reguest  of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 
t  And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


I  Amendment  numbered  50: ' 

I  That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
ij  the  Senate  numbered  50,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
i  as  follows:  ' 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $15,000,000; 
I  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  the  amend- 
(  ments  of  the  Senate  numbered  43  and  59. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

I  H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Douse. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Harlan  J.  Bushfield, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 
Millard  E.  Tydings, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  report,  as 
to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

\ 

PENALTY  MAIL 

Amendment  No.  1,  penalty  mail:  The  House  appropriated  $3,186,- 
000;  the  Senate,  $3,486,000;  the  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  17,  relating  to  the  limitation  on  expenditures  for 
departmental  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  The 
House  provided  $1,059,000;  the- Senate,  $1,061,840;  the  Senate 
recedes.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  conferees  recommend  the  lower 
of  the  two  amounts  involved.  In  this  connection,  the  conferees 
have  been  informed  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  that  if  the 
House  provision  providing  for  the  establishment  of  a  meat-inspection 
fund  is  finally  enacted,  the  requirements  for  authorization  for  depart¬ 
mental  personal  services  in  the  Distinct  of  Columbia  for  the  Bureau 
during  fiscal  y^'ear  1948  will  be  reduced  to  $651,100.  In  view  of  the 
action  in  the  accompanying  report  whereliy  the  Senate  recedes  from 
its  amendment  liy  which  it  had  stricken  out  the  proposed  meat- 
inspection  fund  (amendments  Nos.  18  and  19),  the  conferees  herewith 
direct  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  limit  expenditures  for  depart¬ 
mental  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  under  the  “Bureau 
of  Animal  Industiy”  appropriations  for  fiscal  year  1948  (other  than  for 
meat  inspection)  to  a  sum  not  exceeding  $651,100.  In  so  directing, 
the  conferees  understand  that  the  General  Accounting  Office  will  not 
treat  expenditures  for  departmental  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  under  the  “Meat-inspection  fund”  as  charges  against 
.  the  aforementioned  $651,100. 

MEAT  INSPECTION 

Amendments  Nos.  18  and  19,  meat  inspection:  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $5,000,000  for  the  initial  contribution  to  the  “meat-inspection  ' 
fund.”  The  House  provided  that  hereafter  all  expenses  of  the  ; 
meat-inspection  service  shall  be  paid  from  the  “meat-mspection  fund” 
and  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  hereafter  assess  and  collect  j 
fees  from  the  meat  packers  based  upon  the  cost  of  the  inspection,  such 
fees  to  be  paid  into  the  “meat-mspection  fund.”  The  Senate  struck  |l 
out  the  House  provision  relatmg  to  the  “meat-inspection  fund”  and  i 
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the  assessing  of  the  packers  for  the  cost  of  meat  inspection  and 
provided  the  budget  estimate  of  $11,140,000  for  meat-inspection 
I  service.  The  Senate  recedes. 

j  SOIL  CONSERVATION  PAYMENTS 

/  Amendment  No.  42: 

’  Program:  The  House  has  proposed  a  1947  program  of  $265,635,044: 

the  Senate,  $295,635,044;  the  Senate  recedes. 

I  Administrative  expenses:  The  House  has  proposed  $22,000,000  for 
t  administrative  expenses  at  all  levels;  the  Senate,  $27,500,000;  the 
j  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $24,500,000. 

f  1948  program:  The  House  proposes  no  program  for  the  1948  crop 
(  year;  the  Senate  proposes  a  program  of  $150,000,000;  the  House 
I  recedes. 

)  Maximum  payment  to  any  participant:  The  House  proposes  a  limit 
I  of  $500  to  any  participant  under  the  1947  program;  the  Senate  pro- 
f  poses  no  limit  for  1947,  but  proposes  a  maximum  payment  of  $500  to 
I  any  participant  under  the  1948  program  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
The  House  recedes. 

FARM  TENANT  LOANS 

Amendment  No.  50,  farm-tenant  loans:  The  House  made  no 
provision,  the  Senate  appropriated  $20,000,000;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $15,000,000. 

AMENDMENTS  IN  DISAGREEMENf 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

Amendments  Nos.  43  and  59:  National  School  Lunch  Act:  The 
House  appropriated  $45,000,000  and  provided —  ^ 

That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching  funds  from  sources 
within  the  States  derived  from  the  sale  of  lunches. 

The  Senate  struck  out  the  House  provision  by  amendment  No.  43 
and  inserted  new  language  by  amendment  No.  59  providing  for  the 
expenditure  of  $75,000,000  for  the  program  from  section  32  funds,  with 
no  limitation  prohibiting  the  use  of  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of 
lunches  for  matching  purposes.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
'  House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur  in  amendment  No.  43  which 
strikes  out  a  direct  appropriation  of  $45,000,000  provided  by  the 
House  and  to  recede  and  concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  59  author¬ 
izing  $75,000,000  of  section  32  funds,  with  an  amendment  providing 
$65,000,000,  instead  of  $75,000,000,  as  provided  by  the  Senate, 
together  with  a  limitation  that  no  part  of  the  fund  shall  be  used  for 
nonfood  assistance. 

The  conferees  on  the  part  of  both  the  House  and  the  Senate  have 
agreed  to  direct  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  consideration  of  funds 
for  the  school-lunch  program  they  have  emphasized  that  it  is  essentially 
a  local  program  and  that  the  States  have  not  done  their  full  share  in 
complying  with  the  spirit  of  the  matching  provisions  contained  in  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act.  The  conferees  of  both  Houses  have 
also  agreed  to  direct  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  has  been  repeatedly 
asserted  that  many  State  legislatures  have  adjourned  without  taking 
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action  to  provide  funds  in  the  nature  of  contributions  to  the  school- 
lunch  progTam.  The  conferees  on  the  part  of  both  Houses  deshe  to 
make  it  abundantly  clear,  therefore,  that  in  connection  with  a  reex¬ 
amination  of  this  matter  for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  they  are  now'placing 
the  respective  States  on  notice  with  respect  to  their  obligations  under 
this  program  and  that  failure  of  the  State  legislatures  to  act  in  the 
premises  will  have  no  effect  in  determining  the  future  requirements  of 
this  program. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


1947 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Yofk? 

There  was  no  objection. 

INDONESIA 

Mr.  jAyiTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  United  States  and  the  people 
of  the  world  must  be  appalled  at  the 
display  of  force  now  being  employed  in 
Java  against  the  colonial  peoples  there 
and  which  is  called  police  action. 

The  United  Nations  Charter  in  chap¬ 
ter  XI  deals  with  the  reiationships  be¬ 
tween  the  colonial  powers  and  their  non¬ 
self-governing  peopled  It  certainly 
seems  that  the  Netherlani^s  should  have 
explored  fully  the  possibilfees  of  using 
the  United  Nations  machi^ry  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  situation  in  which  itSfound  it¬ 
self,  before  resorting  to  military  action. 
The  least  that  could  be  done  no^>^s  that 
the  Dutch  Nation  should  explain  ^  the 
people  of  the  United  States  and  toHhe 
people  of  jthe  world  exactly  why  the  flee 
of  force  was  required.  The  understands,^ 
ing  of  the  peoples  of  the  world  should 
be  clear,  tha';  the  Netherlands,  itself  a 
small  nation  just  relieved  from  the  dis¬ 
tress  of  occupation,  is  not  wiilingly  by- 
passing  its  first  real  opportunity  to  pro¬ 
ceed  urider  the  United  Nations  Charter 
with  respect  to  a  non-self-governing  ter¬ 
ritory. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  O’TOOLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ARCHBISHOP  ALOYSIUS  STEPINAC,  OF 
YUGOSLAVIA 

Mr.  O’TOOLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  should  be  necessary  for  me 
to  recite  to  the  Members  of  the  House 
all  of  the  particulars  of  the  persecution 
and  sham  trial  of  Archbishop  Aloysius 
Stepinac,  of  Yugoslavia. 

The  freedom-loving  people  of  the  world 
who  respect  all  religions  have  been  pro¬ 
foundly  shocked  at  the  harsh,  unjust,,, 
and  inhuman  treatment  that  iias  beeiY 
given  to  this  great  and  humane  priest.* 
Long  study  by  disinterested  non-Catholic 
investigators  and  students  of  the  actions 
of  Archbishop  Stepinac,  as  well  as  the 
persecution  which  was  called  a  trial,  has 
brought  to  light  one  of  the  most  vicious 
conspiracies  against  Christianity  that 
this  world  has  ever  seen.  The  entire 
record  as  compiled  by  these  disinterested 
observers  'shows  that  the  archbishop’s 
life  and  motives,  both  during  the  war 
and  in  the  trouble^Bome  period  there¬ 
after,  were  inspired  and  motivated  by 
deep  Christian  principles,  mainly,  “Love 
thy  neighbor  as  thyself.” 

In  those  hard,  trying,  and  desperate 
days  he  was  the  sole  source  of  refuge,  for 
the  people  of  all  faiths  and  political  be¬ 
liefs  in  hiS  country.  He  gave  shelter  to 
all  who  were  oppressed,  regardless  of 
their  religious  or  political  beliefs.  He 
was .  the  solitary  island  of  sanity  and 
peace  in  a  wildly  confused  nation.  He 
was  guilty  of  no  sin  other  than  his 
recognition  of  the  dignity  of  man  and 


the  necessity  of  preserving  mankind’s 
body  and  soul. 

My  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  Hon.  John  J.  Rooney,  has  intro¬ 
duced  a  resolution  into  this  House  asking 
that  the  Congress  and  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  through  diplomatic 
channels,  formally  and  vigorously  pro¬ 
test  to  the  Government  of  Yugoslavia 
the  unjust  incarceration  of  this  saintly 
man  and  16  of  his  brother  priests. 

Our  Nation  has  just  completed  a  great 
and  cruel,  war.  One  of  the  alleged  “four 
freedoms”  for  which  we  fought  was 
freedom  of  religion.  The  nation  Yugo¬ 
slavia  would  not  exist  except  for  the  free 
flow  of  American  blood  and  American 
doilars  during  that  conflict.  Are  we  to 
learn  now  that  that  war  was  in  vain  and 
that  the  godiess,  atheistic  hordes  have 
prevaiied  over  the  forces  of  the  Lord? 
Is  recognized  civilization  to  be  sacrificed 
by  Tito  and  his  mob  who  consider  man 
soulless  and  who  feel  that  his  body  exists 
merely  for  their  nefarious  uses?  Are 
these  perverters  of  decency  to  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  destroy  the  forces  of  good  with- 
(BUt  challenge  by  governments  which  cajl" 
themselves  Christian?  / 

iPiiis  Congress  is  in  its  closing  l^Urs 
and  X  address  myself  particularly  to  the 
chairiAan  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  ftf  this  House  and  als0  to  the 
members' 'Qf  the  committee.  , 

Gentleman  of  the  committfee,  there  is 
ample  time  to  act  in  the  n6xt  few  days. 
The  people  of":^ll  faiths  Residing  in  this 
country  are  lodking  tO;ifou  for  positive 
and  immediate  ^tion  in  this  case.  It 
is  your  duty  to  re^t;  this  bill  out  to  the 
House  so  that  we  may  have  an  afllrma- 
tive  vote  showing  the''Nation’s  displeas¬ 
ure  to  the  Yugoslavian  Government.  If 
you  fail  to  act,  I  then  ask  all  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House,  regardless  of  political 
party  and  regardless  of  faith  to  sign  dis¬ 
charge  p^ition  No.  5  so  that  we  may  dis¬ 
charge  /the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee 
from  ebnsideration  of  the  Rooney  reso- 
luti^  and  take  immediate  action  our¬ 
selves. 

,  Gentlemen  of  the  House,  the  petition 
dies  on  the  Speaker’s  desk.  It  is  my  sin¬ 
cere  hope  that  each  and  every  one  of  you 
will  see  fit  to  afiSx  your  signature  so  that  I 
the  world  may  know  that  this  Nation ! 
honestly  and  sincerely  believes  in  real 
liberty,  the  liberty  that  recognizes  every  i 
man’s  right  to  worship  his  God  accord-  ! 
ing  to  his  own  conscience. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask ' 
unanimous  consent  that  after  the  dispo-  t 
sition  of  business  on  the  Speaker’s  desk 
and  at  the  conclusion  of  special  orders  : 
heretofore  entered  I  may  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes  on  Thursday  next.  ' 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  ; 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  ■ 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  O’TOOLE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tb  address  the  House 
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for  1  minute  and  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.  y 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecti(^  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from'Mis- 
sissippi?  r 

There  was  no  objection.  / 
AMERICA,  HOLLAND,  AND  'T^  UNITED 
NATIONS  / 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Shaker,  it  comes 
with  poor  grace  for  tha^entleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Javi:^  to  be  attacking 
the  Dutch  Empire  with  reference  to  one 
of  its  colonial  poss^ions  after  the  fia,sco 
that  he  went  thrtiugh  here  yesterday  in 
sticking  the  no^of  Congress  into  the  af¬ 
fairs  of  the  vwious  sovereign  States  of 
this  Union.  / 

Another^hing,  it  is  not  up  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  of ^e  United  States,  and  it  is  not 
up  to  tjie  United  Nations  to  be  meddling 
in  th?' internal  affairs  of  every  country 
in  the  world.  That  is  exactly  what  we  do 
no*'  want. 

^  I  know  there  are  some  people  who  are 
'clamoring  to  make  the  United  States  sub¬ 
ordinate  to  the  United  Nations,  to  make 
us  a  subsidiary,  if  you  please.  They  are 
preaching  all  over  the  coui^try — ^they 
want  to  destroy  the  United  States  and  set 
up  this  super-government,  this  Tower  of 
Babel,  with  its  confusion  of  tongues,  to 
control  our  internal  affairs. 

No,  as  long  as  thq  Dutch  Empire  owns 
Indonesia,  it  is  none  of  our  business  what 
transpires  there,  ^nd  as  long  as  the 
United  States  fiag  flies  over  this  country 
it  is  our  business  as  to  what  happens 
here.  And  as  long  as  we  maintain  the 
several  States  of  the  Union  it  is  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  several  States  as  to  what  hap- 
p«is,  so  far  as  their  internal  affairs  are 
concerned  and  so  far  as  State  sovereignty 
is  concerned. 

So  I  submit  that  it  comes  with  poor 
grace  indeed  from  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Javits]  after  supporting 
that  monstrosity  on  yesterday  to  arise 
here  and  attempt  to  speak  for  the  United 
States  in  attacking  Holland,  a  friendly 
country. 

’The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tlemari  from  Mississippi  has  expired.  . 
APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  THE  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE,  1948 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  dis¬ 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  oppoints  the  following  confer¬ 
ees:  Messrs.  Dirksen,  Plumley,  H.  Carl 
Andersen,  Horan,  Phillips  of  California,. 
Cannon,  Sheppard,  and  'Whitten. 

EXTEN^ON  OF  RmAR]^  * 

Mr.  HAR’TLEY  asked  and  was,  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial  from'^he 
United  States  News  by  David  Lawrence. 
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Mr.  LeFEVRE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Recced. 

Mr.  FOLGER  asked  arid  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  some  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  irttlude  a  letter. 

Mr.  BROOKS«sked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extefid  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

INCOME-TAX  LIABILITY  OP  MEMBERS  OP 
THE  ARMED  PORCES  DYING  IN  THE 
SERVICE 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  instructed  by  the  Committee,  on  Ways 
and  Means  to  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  479)  relating  to  the  inCpme-tax 
liability  of  members  of  the  armed  forces 
dying  in  the  service.  * 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection,  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman^from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Jenkins]?  'v 

Mr.  FORAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv-  ’ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not 
object,  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  this 
bill,  but  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
should  make  some  explanation  of  it.  It 
is  doing  simple  justice  to  some  veterans’ 
families. 

•  Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  bill  seeks  to  do  two  things.  Both  of 
these  propositions  have  been  unanimous¬ 
ly  approved  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Cornmittee.  Likewise, 
they  have  been  approved  by  the  Treas¬ 
ury. 

In  the  first  place,  this  bill  seeks  to  cor¬ 
rect  an  oversight  which  has  been  brought 
out  as  the  law  has  been  administered^ 
Under  the  present  law,  all  the  income 
taxes  of.  a  man  in  the  armed  services  are 
remitted  if  he  should  die  in  the  service 
and  any  taxes  that  he  paid  during  the 
time  he  was  in  the  service  after  Pearl 
Harbor  are  refunded  to  his  estate.  The 
present  law  does  not  provide  for  a  re¬ 
bate  of  any  taxes  that  his  estate  or  his 
family  may  have  paid  for  him.  This 
bill  which  I  am  asking  to  be  passed  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  taxes  shall  be  refunded 
to  anyone  who  might  have  paid  them 
for  the  deceased  serviceman.  This  i^ 
only  doing  the  fair  and  equitable  thing'. 

The  second  provision  is  that  a  t>me 
limit  is  fixed  as  to  this  plan  re¬ 
funding  taxes.  Under  the  present  law 
this  practice  of  refunding  the^e  taxes 
shall  continue  until  the  President  de¬ 
clares  the  war  to  be  termi,aated.  In¬ 
stead  of  waiting  for  the  President  to 
take  this  action,  this  bill,  fixes  the  date 
as  January  1,  1948.  Iiv'other  words,  if 
any  serviceman  dies  in'^'the  service  after 
January  1,  1948,  his  Estate  will  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  pay  all  accrued  taxes.  The 
Treasury  favors  t^s  provision  of  the  bill 
because  under  the  present  law  there  are 
some,  servicen^^n  who  do  not  pay  their 
taxes  for  the^take  the  chance  of  having 
their  estate/felieved  of  making  this  pay¬ 
ment  in  c^se  they  die  in  the  service. 

I  think  that  under  the  circumstances 
this  is  ..a  bill  which  should  be  passed  im¬ 
mediately. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Jenkins]? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  421  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to  abate¬ 
ment  of  tax  for  members  of  armed  forces 
upon  death)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
“Sec.  421.  Abatement  of  Tax  for  Members  of 
Armed  Forces  Upon  Death 

“In  the  case  of  any  Individual  who  dies  on 
or  after  December  7,  1941,  while  in  active 
service  as  a  member  of  the  military  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  of  the 
other  United  Nations  and  prior  to  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  present  war  as  proclaimed  by 
the  President — 

“(a)  the  tax  imposed  by  this  chapter  shall 
not  apply  with  respect  to  the  taxable  year  in 
which  falls  the  date  of  his  death,  or  with 
respect  to  any  prior  taxable  year  (ending  on 
or  after  December  7,  1941)  during  any  part 
of  which  he  was  a  member  of  such  forces; 
and 

“(b)  the  tax  under  this  chapter  and  under 
the  corresponding  title  of  each  prior  revenue 
law  for  taxable  years  preceding  those  specified 
in  clause  (a)  which  is  unpaid  at  the  date  of 
his  death  (including  interest,  additions  to 
the  tax,  and  additional  amounts)  shall  not 
be  assessed,  and  if  assessed  the  assessment 


Cuba.  In  the  preparation  of  such  plan  the'' 
committee  1^  authorized  to  -cooperate  wij”^ 
official  representatives  of  Cuba. 

(b)  The  committee  shall,  not  later  xnan 
February  2,  1948,  submit  a  report  to  thpCon- 
gress  setting  forth  the  plan  prepare  pur¬ 
suant  to  subsection  (a)  of  this  s^ion  and 
containing  such  recommendat’oBs  for  car¬ 
rying  out  such  plan  as  it  dee^  advisable. 
The  committee  shall  cease  ty  exist  within 
30  days  after  the  date  of  thjT submission  of 
such  report. 

Sec.  3.  The  corpmittee  ^ authorized,  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  civil^rvice  laws  or  the 
Classification  Act  of  J®28,  as  amended,  to 
appoint  and  preserib^he  duties,  and  fix  the 
compensation,  of  such  employees  as  are  nec¬ 
essary  fSr  the  execotion  of  its  function.  The 
committee  may  >nake  such  expenditures  as 
are  necessary  pb  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  concurr^t  resolution,  including  expen¬ 
ditures  for  Necessary  traveling  expenses  and 
subsisten^  expenses  ,of  the  members  of  the 
committee  and  of  employees  of  the  com- 
mitteey' 

Seg/^.  The  necessary  expenses  of  the  joint 
cornmittee  herein  authorized  not  exceeding 
$2y00O  shall  be  paid  one-half  out  of  the  con- 
tlrigent  fund  of  the  Senate  and  one-half  out 
,'6f  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Rep- 


^hall  be  abated,  and  it  collected  shall  be  /  resentatives  on  vouchers  authorized  by  the 


b^edlted  or  refunded  as  an  overpaiunent.”  / 
6ec.  2.  If  at  any  time  prior  to  January  f, 
194'j,  the  allowance  of  a  credit  or  refun^of 
an  o\^prpayment  of  the  tax  -for  any  taxable 
fear  s^clfled  in  section  421  (a)  of  ri<e  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  (as  amended  ^oy  this 
act)  is  pte vented  by  the  operati^  of  any 
law  or  rul^f  law  (other  than  s^  3801),  a 
credit  or  refund  of  the  overpayn<ent  of  such 
tax  to  the  e^ent  that  the  o^rpayment  is 
attributable  toNhe  change  ^  law  made  by 
this  act  may,  n^verthelesy  be  allowed  or 
made  if  a  claim  t^:efor  jfS  filed  before  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1947, 

With  the  followii)#>pommittee  amend¬ 
ments:  / 

y 
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Th4  amendments  were  agreed 

prtie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engros 
^d  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  ti 
ime,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon-^ 
sider  was  laid  C2i  the  table. 

FIFTIETH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE 
SPANISH-AMERICAN  WAR. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  1 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  House  Concurrent  Reso¬ 
lution  108. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows :  - 

Resolved  by  the  House  o/  Representatives 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  there  is  here¬ 
by  created  a  Joint  committee  to  be  composed, 
of  eight  members,  as  follows:  Pour  Members 
of  the  Senate  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate;  and  four 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives.  .  The  committee  shall 
serve  without  compensation  and  shall  select 
a  chairman  from  among  their  :  umber. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  prepare  an  appropriate  plan  fcr 
the  participation  in  the  observance  and  cel¬ 
ebration  in  Cuba  during  the  summer  of  1948 
of  the  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  victories  of 
the  military  and  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  and  of  their  Cuban  allies  in  the  war 
with  Spain,  resulting  in  the  liberation  of 


joint  committee  and  signed  by  the  chairman 
thereof. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

Mr.  HUGH  D,  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  make  a  brief  expla¬ 
nation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
resolution  provides  for  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  of  four  Members  of  the 
House  and  four  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  report  back  on  February  2  of  next  year 
to  the  Congress,  recommendations  in  re¬ 
lation  to  the  participation  of  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the 
Spanish-American  War.  The  celebra¬ 
tion  in  connection  therewith  will  take 
place  in  Cuba.  In  other  words,  the 
Cuban  Government  is  going  to  have  a  cel¬ 
ebration  and  naturally  our  Government 
should  participate.  'This  committee, 
with  an  appropriation  of  $25,000,  one- 
half  to  be  borne  by  the  House  and  one- 
half  by  the  Senate,  to  be  appointed  if 
J;his  resolution  is  agreed  to,  is  to  recom- 
baCk  to  us  the  manner  and  extent 
tds^hich  our  Government  shall  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  Celebration. 

M\  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 
I  withdraw  my  reservation  of 

objectidli 

The  re3i(Jution  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed  ano^ead  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  tii^  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  ^s  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  Op'^IME  FOR  CLAIMING 

CREDIT  OR  REF%^  WITH  RESPECT  TO 

WAR  LOSSES 

Mr.  EINUTSON.  BUr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  f ok  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill\H.  R.  4257)  to 
provide  for  an  extensiorK^of  time  for 
claiming  credit  or  refund  \ith  respect 
to  war  losses. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  obNction  to 
the  present  consideration  of  theNlill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the\)Ierk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  If  a  claim  Mr 
credit  or  refund  under  the  internal-reveiiuS 
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if  .united  nation.  This  resolution  gives  us 
^  \jhe  best  available  means  of  acting  as  an 
informed,  determined,  and  united  nation 
?  in  our  effort  to  discharge  the  clear  re- 

1^,  sponsibilities  we  have  in  the  world  of 

today  and  of  all  the  days  to  come. 

I  (^r.  SABATH  asked  and  was  given 

permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.)  ^ 

Mn  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  ijo  further  requests  for  timg^ 

Mr.  '^ABATH.  I  have  no  further  re¬ 
quests  for  time.  / 

Mr.  flpOWN  of  Ohio.  There^lDeing  no 
further  requests  for  time,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  thd  previous  question  oij?  the  reso¬ 
lution.  \  / 

The  previous  question  was' ordered. 

The  res^ution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion’ to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  ,  / 

department  op  the  INTfTlIOR  APPRO- 
PRtATION  bill/  1948 

Mr.  JONES- of  Ohio.  /Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  *0  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table^he  bill  fe.  R.  3123)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  tof  the  Department  ; 
of  the  Interior  lor  t^  fiscal  year  1948,  ; 
and  for  other  putpo^s,  with  an  amend-  ; 
ment  of  the  SenAt^to  the  amendment  j 
of  the  House  to  Senate  amendment  No.  > 
176,  and  concur  irathe  same. 

The  Clerk  read  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend-  i 
ment,  as  follows:/  \ 

Senate  amendn^nt  176:  In  line  6  ol 
the  matter  insert/d  by  said  amendment,  after 
the  word  “man^ement’*-  Insert  “now  being  ' 
performed  In  tl^District'jOf  Columbia.” 

And  In  line  fj  of  the  fatter  Inserted  by 
said  amendmmt  after  the  word  “bureau”  ’ 
Insert  “includJng  tract  books  heretofore  held 
and  adminlMered  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.”  /  ; 

The  SP^KER.  Is  there  objection  to  ^ 
the  requeOT  of  the  gentlemah  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  H^LECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv-  ^ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  will\the  gentle-  * 
man  explain  the  purpose  ah^  intent  of 
this  airiendment?  ' 

Mr.  /ones  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
purpose  and  intent  of  section  ,  8  as  ap-  ; 
proved  by  the  House  on  July  ?1  are  to 
prohibit  the  transfer  or  removal  of  any 
functions  or  duties  performed  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  prior  to  Reorganization 
Pl?ln  No.  3  of  1946  with  respect  to  the 
handling  and  administration  of  the  tract 
hooks  which  have  always  been  kept  in 
the  District.  In  accepting  the  amend- 
hient  made  to  the  provision  by  the  Sen- 
/ate,  it  is  understood  that  the  original 
/  purpose  and  intent  will  continue  to  pre- 
/  vail. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
i  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio?  I 
.•  There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 

: 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  may  have  until  mid¬ 
night  tonight  to  file  a  conference  re¬ 
port  and  statement  on  the  Agriculture 
Department  appropriation  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 


There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
follow: 

Conference  Report 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  17,  18,  and  19. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  42 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  42,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

“For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
sections  7  to  17,  Inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
590g-690q),  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the  provisions 
of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and 
display  of  exhibits.  Including  such  displays 
at  State,  Interstate,  and  international  fairs 
within  the  United  States:  $228,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  December  31,  1948,  for 
compliance  with  programs  under  said  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultiual  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29, 
1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  1947  programs  carried  out  during  the 
period  July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947,  in¬ 
clusive:  Provided,  That , not  to  exceed  $24,- 
500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this 
head  shall  be  available  during  the  current 
fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  programs, 
including  the  peanut-marketing  quota  pro¬ 
gram,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs,  how¬ 
ever,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation; 
but  not  more  than  $7,080,813  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder 
may  be '  made  upon  the  certificate  of  the 
claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he 
has  carried  out  the  conservation  practice  or 
practices  and  has  complied  with  all  other 
requirements  as  conditions  for  such  pay¬ 
ments  and  that  the  statements  and  informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of 
the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (18 
U.  S.  C.  80) ;  Provided  further.  That  none  of 
the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  avail¬ 
able  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the 
Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries 
or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  em¬ 
ployees  or  any  State  or  county  information 
employees,  but  this  shall  not  preclude  the 
answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  infor¬ 
mation  to  Individual  farmers:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  such  amount  shall  be  available 
for  salaries  and  other  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  the  formulation 
and  administration  of  the  1948  programs 
(amounting  to  $150,000,000,  Including  ad- 
ihlnlstratlon,  and  formulated  on  the  basis 
of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  fot 
payments  and  grants  among  the  several 


States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation 
needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  the  proportion  allocated 
to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than 
15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution  and 
that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and 
water-conservation  practices,  under  the  Act 
of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended:  but  the  payments 
or  grants  under  such  program  shall  be  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with 
respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants 
are  to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming 
practices  which  will  encourage  and  provide 
for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-con¬ 
serving  practices  in  the  most  practical  and 
effective  manner  and  adapted  to  conditions 
in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office  such  sum';  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this 
item:  Provided  further.  That  such  amounts 
shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds, 
fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farm¬ 
ing  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services, 
and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural 
producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farm¬ 
ing  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  un¬ 
der  programs  provided  for  herein:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who 
complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  for¬ 
mulated  pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  Inclu¬ 
sive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary 
determines  that,  because  of  induction  into 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  such 
farmers  failed  to  file;  or  were  prevented  from 
filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  appli¬ 
cable  appropriation  for  such  program  was 
available  for  obligation,  such  payrhents  to 
be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of 
the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of 
agricultural  land  resources”,  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946 : 
Provided  further.  That  an  application  for 
payment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by 
any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to 
payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or 
incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regula¬ 
tions  Issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  dis¬ 
charge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  provided 
further.  That  no  part  of  any  funds  available 
to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  ofiSce,  cor¬ 
poration,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part 
of  such  Department  shall  be  used  In  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary 
or  travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been 
eonvicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An 
Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activi¬ 
ties”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July 
11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or 
attempted  to  violate  such  section  which  pro¬ 
hibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for 
the  payment  of  personal  services  or  other 
expenses  designed  to  Infiuence  in  any  man¬ 
ner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose 
any  legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress 
except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or 
through  the  proper  oiflclal  channels. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  50,  and  agree 
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to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$15,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

The  comrhittee  of  conference  report  in 
disagreement  the  amendments  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  numbered  43  and  59. 

BVEEETT  M.  DIRKSEN, 

Charles  A.  Plumlet, 

H.  Carl  Andersen,' 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Harlan  J.  Bushfield, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 
Millard  E.  Tydings, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  .votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601)  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1948,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect 
of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended 
in  the  accompanying  report,  as  to  each  of 
such  amendments,  namely: 

PENALTY  MAIL 

Amendment  No.  1,  penalty  mail:  The  House 
appropriated  $3,186,000;  the  Senate,  $3,486,- 
000;  the  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OP  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  17,  relating  to  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  expenditures  for  departmental  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia: 
The  House  provided  $1,059,000;  the  Senate, 
$1,061,840;  the  Senate  recedes.  It  should  b^ 
noted  that  the  conferees  recommend  the 
lower  of  the  two  amounts  involved.  In  this 
connection,  the  conferees  have  been  in¬ 
formed  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
that  if  the  House  provision  providing  for 
the  establishment  of  a  meat-inspection 
fund  is  finally  enacted,  the  requirements 
for  authorization  for  departmental  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
for  the  Bureau  during  fiscal  year  1948 
wUl  be  reduced  to  $651,100.  In  view  of 
the  action  in  the  accompanying  report 
whereby  the  Senate  recedes  frotn  its  amend¬ 
ment  by  which  it  had  stricken  out  the  pro¬ 
posed  meat-inspection  fund  (amendments 
Nos.  18  and  19) ,  the  conferees  herewith  direct 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  limit  ex¬ 
penditures  for  departmental  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  under  the 
Bureau  of  Animal  Industry"”  .^appropria¬ 
tions  for  fiscal  year  1948  (other  than  for 
meat  inspection)  to  a  sum  not  exceeding 
$651,100.  In  so  directing,  the  conferees  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  General  Accounting  Office 
will  not  treat  expenditures  for  departmental 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  under  the  “Meat-inspection  fund”  as 
charges  against  the  aforementioned  $651,100. 

MEAT  INSPECTION 

Amendments  Nos.  18  and  19,  meat  inspec¬ 
tion:  The  Hpuse  appropriated  $5,000,000  for 
the  Initial  contribution  to  the  “meat-inspec¬ 
tion  fund.”  The  House  provided  that  here¬ 
after  all  expenses  of  the  meat-inspection 
service  shall  be  paid  from  the  “meat-inspec¬ 
tion  fund”  and  that  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  _shall  hereafter  assess  and  collect  fees 
.porn  the  meat  packers  based  upon  the  cost  of 
the  inspection,  such  fees  to  be  paid  into  the 
meat-inspection  fund.”  The  Senate  struck 
out  the  House  provision  relating  to  the 
meat-inspection  fund”  and  the  assessing  of 


the  packers  for  the  cost  of  meat  inspection 
and  provided  the  budget  estimate  of  $11,140,- 
000  for  meat-inspection  service.  The  Senate 
recedes. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  PAYMENTS 

Amendment  No.  42: 

Program:  The  Hopse  has  proposed  a  1947 
program  of  $265,635,044;  the  Senate,  $295,- 
635,044;  the  Senate  recedes. 

Administrative  expenses:  The  House  has 
proposed  $22,000,000  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  at  all  levels:  the  Senate,  $27,500,000; 
the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $24,500,000. 

1948  program:  The  House  proposes  no  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  1948  crop  year;  the  Senate  pro¬ 
poses  a  program  of  $150,000,000;  the  House 
recedes. 

Maximum  payment  to  any  participant: 
The  House  proposes  a  limit  of  $500  to  any  par¬ 
ticipant  under  the  1947  program;  the  Senate 
proposes  no  limit  for  1947,  but  proposes  a 
maximum  payment  of  $500  to  any  participant 
under  the  1948  program  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  The  House  recedes. 

FARM -TENANT  LOANS  *' 

Amendment  No.  50,  farm-tenant  loans: 
The  House  made  no  provision,  the  Senate 
appropriated  $20,000,000;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $15,000,000. 

AMENDMENTS  IN  DISAGREEMENT 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

Amendments  -Nos.  43  and  59:  National 
School  Lunch  Act;  The  House  appropriated 
$45,000,000  and  provided  “That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  matching 
funds  from  sources  within  the  States  de¬ 
rived  from  the  sale  of  lunches.” 

The  Senate  struck  out  the  House  pro¬ 
vision  by  amendment  No.  43  and  inserted 
new  language  by  amendment  No.  59  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  expenditure  of  $75,000,000  for 
the  program  from  section  32  funds,  with  no 
limitation  prohibiting  the  use  of  funds  de¬ 
rived  from  the  sale  of  lunches  for  matching 
purposes.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur  in 
amendment  No.  43  which  strikes  out  a  di¬ 
rect  appropriation  of  $45,000,000  provided 
by  the  House  and  to  recede  and  concur  in 
Senate  amendment  No.  59'  authorizing 
$75,000,000  of  section  32  funds,  with  an 
amendment  providing  $65,000,000,  Instead 
of  $75,000,000,  as  provided  by  the  Senate, 
together  with  a  limitation  that  no  part  of 
the  fund  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance. 

The  conferees  on  the  part  of  both  the 
House  and  the  Senate  have  agreed  to  direct 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  funds  for  the  school-lunch  program 
they  have  emphasized  that  it  is  essentially 
a  local  program  and  that  the  States  have 
not  done  their  full  share  in  complying  with 
the  spirit  of  the  matching  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 
The  conferees  of  both  Houses  have  also 
agreed  to  direct  attention  to  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  repeatedly  asserted  that  many 
State  legislatures  have  adjourned  without 
taking  action  to  provide  funds  in  the  nature 
of  contributions  to  the  school-lunch  program. 
The  conferees  on  the  part  of  both  Houses 
desire  to  make  it  abundantly  clear,  there¬ 
fore,  that  in  connection  with  a  reexamina¬ 
tion  of  this  matter  for  the  fiscal  year  1949, 
they  are  now  placing  the  respective  States 
on  notice  with,  respect  to  their  obligations 
under  this  program  and  that  failure  of  the 
State  legislatures  to  act  in  the  premises  will 
have  no  effect  in  determining  the  future  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  program. 

Everett  M.  Diricsen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Jamie  L;  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House, 
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COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker! 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules/ 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  295  and 
fos  its  immediate  consideration. 

'he  Clerk  read  as  follows; 
lereas  the  Committe  on  Foreign  Aff^rs 
was  Established  in  1882,  and  by  the  Legisla¬ 
tive  teeorganization  Act  of  1946  ( 1 )  has 
giveiA  jurisdiction  as  a  standing  comn^ttee 
over  mlations  of  the  United  States  witly  for¬ 
eign  imtions  generally,  and  (2)  is  charrfed  to 
exerclsV  continuous  watchfulness  ovft  the 
executan  by  the  Department  of  Sta/e  and 
other  alpncies  of  the  United  States 
ment  ofwhe  laws  relating  to  the  relations  of 
the  Uni»d  States  with  foreign  natians  gen¬ 
erally;  aiV 

Whereal  the  foreign  policy  of  thte  United 
States  todfcy  assumes  new  importance  in  the 
operationsfcf  the  entire  economic/system  of 
the  UnitedEtates  and  conditions  tne  survival 
of  free  institutions  both  at  home  fnd  abroad; 
and 

Whereas  tie  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
has,  by  its  reorganization  in  coirformity  with 
the  Legislatils  Reorganization ^ct  of  1946, 
by  setting  up  the  appropriate  itaS  and  sub¬ 
committee  or^nization  to  «al  with  the 
heavy  new  burlen  Imposed  u^n  it  to  make 
recommendations  to  the  Hou*  of  Represent¬ 
atives  on  policjlissues  affeciing  foreign  af¬ 
fairs  and  on  theViecessary  l^slative  action: 
Now,  therefore,  cfe  it 

Resolved;  Thattthe  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  acting  as  |  whole  br  by  subcommit¬ 
tees,  is  authorized!  and  djfected  to  conduct 
studies  and  investifctionsfcf  all  matters  com¬ 
ing  within  the  juri^icti/n  of  such  commit¬ 
tee. 


udies  and  in- 
bh  reoommen- 
prable. 
solution,  the 


I  Sec.  2.  That  in  prc«ecj|B  for  studies  of  mat- 
1  ters  concerning  the\f*eign  affairs  of  the 
:  United  States  which  U  the  judgment  of  the 
I  Committee  on  Foreigi*  Affairs  require  inves¬ 
tigations  by  it  abroadA^e  committee  is  au- 
.  thorized  to  include  lp\  services  and  travel 
j  of  the  requisite  staff  ini  clerical  help,  to  ac¬ 
company  subcommifteel  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  op  su\h  investigations  or 
study  missions  abr^d.  * 

Sec.  3.  That  in  making  such  studies  and 
Investigations  ahTbad,  it  |hall  be  the  duty 
of  such  subcommfttees  of  ttie  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  ti  keep  cu*ent  records  and 
to  make  reports/to  the  Cofcmittee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  for/  appropriatl  legislative  ac¬ 
tion.  on  the  completion,  of  yiny  such  mis- 
.  Sion,  of  the  remits  of  such 
I  vestigations,  t wether  with  si 
1  dations  as  rtiai  be  deemed  de 

•  For  the  piiposes  of  this 

*  committee,  any  subcommiAees  thereof, 
is  authorizea  to  hold  such  he*ings,  to  sit 
and  act  durftig  the  present  Confess  at  such 
times  and  maces  as  the  commitme  may  de¬ 
termine.  wMether  or  not  the  Hou*  is  in  ses¬ 
sion,  has  jfecessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  re¬ 
quire  the  Attendance  of  such  witimms  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  pAers,  and 
documeMs  by  subpena  or  otherwi^,  and  to 

,  take  tesmmony,  as  it  deems  necessaSp.  Sub- 
penas  irfay  be  issued  under  the  signVture  of 
the  c^irman  of  the  committee  aiifl  shall 
be  ser^d  by  any  person  designated  %  such 
'chairinjan.  The  chairman  of  the  cor 
or  anu  member  thereof  may  administer 
to  witnesses. 
t 

Mi.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  SpeaWfer,  I 
yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  fVom 
Illipois  [Mr.  SabathI. 

Mr.  Speaker,  House  Resolution  ^5 
apthorizes  the  Committee  on  Poreisn 
Affairs  to  make  the  usual  studies,  eiti^r 
M  home  or  abroad,  of  foreign  polici^ 
and  foreign  programs  coming  directli 
imder  the  jurisdiction  of  that  commitA 
tee.  As  I  explained  in  my  remarks  oa\ 
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AGPlCULTiraAL  APPEDPPIATION  BILlI  Agreed  to  the  2nd  conference  report  on  this 
till,  H.  Po  3601  (pp,  10103-9),  Concurred  in  the  schoo'l- lunch  amendment  with 
an  amendment  reducing  the  amount  to  $6'5y000,000  and  adding^ a  provision  that  no 
L  part  of  the  money  te  used  for  nonfood  assistance  (p,  10'i09/>o 


GOFEPNMENT  COKPOPATIOI^'APPEDPBIATION  BULL,  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on 
this  till,  H.  P,  37^ (pp.  10097-103)0  The  confer ee^»^greed  to  the  following 
itemsS  Provisions/limiting  the  amount  of  assessments  te  ma-de  ag^nso  ^A 
corporations  ty  for  supervisory  or  other  services  asA^.ilovj's'  (a)  Federal 
Farm  Mortgage  G<!^^oration,  $400,000  (Senate  figure^  Kouse,/^^ j''5?000t  .Budget  es¬ 
timate,  $421^^2);  (t)  Federal  Intermediate  Credit  Banks,  $.]mj250  (Senate 
figure;  Hou^>  $125,000;  Budget  estim.ate,  $296,286);  (c)  ProdU^on  Credit  Cor- 
porationsy/^232,000  (Senate  figare;  House,  $160,000;  -Badge!  est ii^te, , ^>270,01 1'; ; 
(d)  Peg^al  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation  of  Washington,  D.  Cc\$29r.OOO  (Sen¬ 
ate  fijare;  House,  $20,000;  Badge!  estimate,  $67,273)0  There  v/ere^  changes  in 
the  a^feinistra-tive— e3cpense  limitationqvin' t-he  House  "version-,  for  the^e  corpora 
tioii^o  The  conferees  also  agreed  to  the  House  authorisations  for ^pur ciV^e  of  ^ 
^ssenger  vehicles:  (a)  Federal  Intermediate  Credit  Banks,  10  vehicles,  ^d  (h; 
r-..^ro  duct  ion  Credit  Corporations,  15  vehicleSc  The  conicrcos  agreed  \rit 
ments  to  the  language  proposed  in  Secso  "30  (  and  30S  of  the  General  1  rov 
as  carried  in  the  House  hill  amending  Secsc  104  and  lOi  of  the  Govcrnr.3onc 


sio 


vporporations  Control  Act,  respe’citirel/'*,:  The  general  effect  of  the  anended 
inguage  in  Sec,  307  Ts  to.  niaice -'clear. -that  the  proposed  changes  shall  apnly  ico 
Inlets  'beginning  wi-^h  the- fiscal- year  1349  and.  that  they  will  apply  to  fuj^s 
for^expenditure  for  operating  and  hdinihistrative  expens eso'’  The  araendno^  to 
Sec,  states  that  the  proposed  change  will  appljr  to  Siixed-'O^irnership  filovcrn- 
nent  colorations  "so  long  as  these  coipoorations  ha.ve  funds  of-  or  loa^B  frpn..±l: 
Governme^  of  the  United  States,"  The. provision  authorizing  liquidation  of  the 
Tennesse  ^lley  Associated  Cooperatives,  Inc,,  "by  the  Treasury  Uep^ftr.ent  was 
not  su'bjec^to  change  "by  the  conferees,, 

SECOUD  ^P.LEI;IMA1  APPROPRUTIOU' siLL,  194S,  Passed  with  amen^ent  this  -bili, 
H,  P,  4347,  whi^  L  was  reported  by  the  Approqoria.tions  Coninit^ii,,  earlier  in  the 
day  ('H,'  Pept.  1052)  (pp,  10079“’95/o  Pejected,  147-234,  .  a,n,  a^Cndnent  by  Pepo 
Pankin,  Miss.,  to\^crease  the-'  rural- delivery  service  (PosiOf-fice  Ee-oartnent) 
iten  by  $500,000  (p\  10093-4),  ’ 

The  bill  include^  $2,000,000  for  USEA.  flood  contr^  (Budget  - estimate; 
$3,000,000)*  $11,000,oSd  for  ^the  employees^  loyal t;/  u^gran  ( CSC,  $3j500,000; 
EBI,  $7,500,000);  and  $^0,000  for  the  Commission  o p^rgani z ati on  of  the  Execu- 
•tive  Bra,ncho 

Pegarding  the  omplo ye^ ^  loyal ty  urogram,  Comnitte'e  report  states: 

"The  committee  is  not  sa,tis^^d  v;ith  the  plans  o/i  the  Civil  Scimrice  Commission 
inasmuch  a,s  the  magor  activitX  must ,  of.neces^^y,  fall,  on  the  Eoderal  Bureau 
Of  Investiga.tion,  Thp.  Civil  sXvice  Commiss^n^s  -or-ogram  contcmpla-tcd  a.  veiy  ■ 
elaborate  set-up  and  more  investV:at ion  on  Ime  part  of  the  Commission  than  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  warrant edo .  rThe  GommiXion  shoild  restrict  its.  activity  to  thO 
barest  minimum  and  should  rely  on  t^  Eejiral  Bureau  of  Investigation  for  in-; 
vestigative  reports," 

Doncernirg  the  Organization  Comni^tsion  the  report  staAesr  "The  Commis¬ 
sion. ,  o  comprises  a  group  admira.bly  ^its^  to  the  task.  The  Committee  is  re- 
tTommending  an  initial  appropriatioj^of  $Xo,000  for  the  Com.mission  to  begin,  its 
vrork.  Inasmuch  as  the  Commissionimas  mot.-j^t  had  an  opuortunity  to.  organize 
and  to  select  staff  personnel  ijr  ha,s  not  be^.  in  a  position  to  degolop  a  de¬ 
tailed.  “budget-, " 

The  reuort  states  as  fqlaov;s  regarding  th\ f lo 0 d—  co nt ro  1  item?  "The  uon-^. 
aittoe. provides  languagegin  the  bill  which  ma^s  the  entire  sum' allowed 
a.vailable  for  actuaE  vrork^n  the  projects  which  a^  already  under  wa?/,  ^t  v/as 
felt  by  the  committee  the  amounts  for  additioXl  prelimiHairjT-  examinations, 

and  survey  sshould  be  j^imina.tcd  at  this  time.  The  152,000,000  recommended  is 
to  supplement  prograam4^  already  underway  in  the  follow\ifT  vratersheds. . 


EAPl-l  CREDIT.  H,  Py^309 >  f’-s  reported  (see  Digest  142),  altthori  zes  EGA  to  m.ake 
direct  loans  to  TjTOrld  Uar  II  veterans  at  3?^  interest  to  ap^ire  farms,  farm 
equi-or?.ent ,  andjrorsonal  nropertyo  .Loans  on  farm  rea.l  estatX  V/t>uld  be  secured 
by  first  mortg^es  vdth  a,  limit  of  $12,000  for  a  loan  on  any  Vnc.  farm,  and- 
loans  on  uer^na.lty  would  be  secured  by  chettel  mortgagee  with^.  limit  of^.^  • 
$4,500  for^ny.  chattel-a.-puraieal  committees .  appointed  by  ECA,  an\ the- -loans  .ma.dt 
would  be  J^mited  100  uercent  of  the  -a-ppradsed  value  of  the  fa.rm  iriidt  and- per- 
sona.l  u^uerty.  The  bill  a.utliorizes  a-qpropriation  of  initial  sumslof 
$200,0^,000  for  real-estate  loans  and  $100,000,000  for  Gouipment.  a^.pcrsonal- 
propQfdy- loans ,  and  thereafter  such- sums  as  may  be  necessary i-.  .  .'  , 


DDD'ilDJDT  Ori'iCDS  iXPpPOPhlATIOII  BILlc  Agreed  to  ti’. e:  conlort^nce  repor 
ais  bill,  H.  P.  3839  (pp-  10O63.--72)  •>  (See  adoO  item  16.,) 


MIYIePAL  LEASING-.  Concurred  in  the  ‘Senate  amendments  to  H,  P,  3022,  which  a.ppl^ 
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■^lowa  [Mr.  Jensen].  It  is  a  rather 
iliuque  situation,  in  that  because  of  the 
re^nation  from  Congress  of  the  gentle- 
mam|rom  Ohio  [Mr.  Jones],  there  was  a 
shift  in  the  chairmanship  of  this  com¬ 
mittee,  \he  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Jensen]  now  chairman  of  the  Interior 
Departmerk  Subcommittee,  and  the  ball 
was  passed  ^  me  after  we  had  scored 
once  and  weN  ready  to  make  another 
score,  we  hope\  The  harmony  on  this 
committee  and  tlie  fine  work  and  spirit 
exemplified  and  me  exceptionally  fine 
leadership  of  the  g^tleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Jensen]  is  responsible  for  a  better 
.iob  than  we  might  othe^ise  have  hoped 
for.  •  V 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speyer,  it  would 
not  be  fair  for  me  to  sit  idly  0s  and  listen 
to  these  kind  words  in  my  beh^  without 
saying  “Thank  you”  to  theipinority 
members  of  the  committee  and 'to  the 
majority  members,  all  of  whom’Sbave 
worked  so  diligently  and  so  effectivel^to  - 
bring  this  most  diflBcult  bill  to  fi^ 
agreement.  No  one  appreciates  it  moi^ 
than  I  do.  The  committee  is  now  in 
good  hands.  The  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Ploeser]  will  handle  it  in  a 
manner  befitting  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  PLOESER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kepauver]  to 
submit  a  consent  request. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
the  conference  report  should  be  adopted. 
With  regard  to  the  TVA  the  situation  is 
this:  The  House  bill  contained  an 
amortization  ,  plan  which  I  felt  substan¬ 
tially  nullified  section  26  of  the  TVA  act. 

It  also  contained  a  provision  in  section 
307  which  would  give  the  Appropriations 
Committee  authority  to  modify  section 
26  each  year  and  thereby  place  TVA  on 
a  year-to-year  basis.  The  Senate  struck 
out  both  provisions.  I  hoped  the  Senate 
position  would  be  sustained  in  confer¬ 
ence.  But  the  House  conferees  have  tak¬ 
en  out  the  objectionable  part  of  the 
amortization  plan  and  they  have  ex¬ 
empted  TVA  from  section  307  and, 
therefore,  I  feel  that  the  conference  re¬ 
port  is  an  acceptable  agreement  and  set¬ 
tlement  of  the  House  and  Senate  differ¬ 
ences.  I  think  TVA’s  great  contribution 
to  the  Nation  has  been  recognized  a^  I 
am  glad  its  integrity  has  been  full:^/4us- 
tained.  I  know  that  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  Alb^  Gore, 
and  the  other  House  Membersymave  had 
the  best  interest  of  TVA  in  mnd  during 
this  entire  proceeding  ai^-^hose  of  us 
interested  in  the  cause  of  TVA  are  grate¬ 
ful  to  them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remar! 

The  SPEAKER,  ^e  Chair  cannot  en¬ 
tertain  a  unanimoos-consent  request. 

Mr.  PLOESE^  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  want  to  cl^^e  consideration  of  this 
bill  without  ofice  more  referring  to  the 
distinguish^  service  rendered  by  Mr, 
Claude  Hojros,  executive  clerk  of  the  sub- 
commit^,  and  by  Mr.  George  Harvey, 
executive  clerk  of  the  Appropriations 
Comnmtee.  These  men  have  worked  ar- 
duo;<sly  and  served  exceptionally  well. 

Ir.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  conference  report. 


The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  9 :  page  3,  strike 
out  all  of  lines  20  to  25,  Inclusive. 

Mr.  PLOESER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  motion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  • 

Mr.  Ploeseh  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  ; 
the  Senate  No.  9,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  ! 
an  amendment  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the  mat-  ; 
ter  proposed  to  be  stricken  out  by  the  said 
amendment  insert  the  following;  Provided 
further,  That  there  shall  be  transferred  to 
this  account  not  to  exceed  $765,000  of  the 
funds  available  under  sections  303  and  502  j 
of  Public  Law  849,  Seventy-sixth  Congress, 
as  amended;  such  total  funds  to  be  available 
for  all  necessary  administrative  expenses  of 
thr  Office  of  the  Administrator.”  j 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
>.  the  next  Senate  amendment  in  disagree-  ' 
><pent. 

'  JThe  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

mate  amendment  No.  21:  Page  15,  strike 
out  ^  of  lines  22  to  25,  inclusive,  and  all  of  | 
page  and  line  1  and  line  2  down  to  the  ‘ 
word  “rtr  on  page  17  and  insert  “Not  to  \ 
exceed  $l\300  for  the  purposes  of  liifiidatlon, 
including  H3,000  for  payment  of  terminal  { 
leave,  shall  ^  available  for  asmilnistrative  ; 
expenses,  whi^j  shall  be  on  an-^ccrual  basis: 
Provided,  That^^uch  administrative  expenses 
shall  be  exclusive^f  intereat  paid,  deprecia¬ 
tion,  properly  captolized,  expenditures,  re-  , 
payment  of  "loans,  'orojaerty  operating  ex-  ' 
penses  (including  projtet  Inventory) ,  charges  ' 
to  surplus  and  operatln^reserve,  and  cost  of 
sales  of  commoditlee,  serWes,  and  property:  ' 
Provided  furtlier^  ThaX  ^vances  of  funds  ^ 
made  in  connection  with  tbe  operation  of  ; 
housing  properties  are  hereby,  authorized.”  i 

Mr.  PL^SER.  Mr.  Speak^,  I  move  ; 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
amendni^nt  of  the  Senate  No.  21.. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
„  jyjas.Md  ,Qo^lb£..iabie.»,  ; 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1948 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3601)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948,  and* 
for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  mana¬ 
gers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in 
lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there- objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  of  the 
managers. 

(For  ponference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  July  22, 
1947.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  nothing  particu¬ 
larly  new  that  need  be  offered  here  by 
way  of  discussion  on  this  conference  re¬ 
port.  I  may  say  that  once  more  the 
third  branch  of  the  legislative  establish¬ 
ment  known  as  the  conference  commit¬ 


tee  has  spoken.  It  reached  an  agreement 
on  all  items.  While  there  is  one  item 
technically  in  disagreement,  it  is  in 
agreement,  and  I  shall  move  directly  with 
respect  to  that  item  to  recede  and  con¬ 
cur  with  an  amendment. 

The  first  amendment  that  we  had  here 
before  under  discussion  was  penalty  mail, 
but  of  necessity  we  could  do  nothing  with 
it  at  the  time  until  certain  matters  of 
policy  in  this  Agricultural  appropriation 
bill  were  finally  disposed  of.  So  the 
House  recedes  on  it.  There  is  an  incr-'ase 
of  $300,000  on  penalty  mail  and,  I  may 
say  it  will  require  some  economies  at 
that  on  the  part  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  order  to  keep  within  the 
amount  allowed. 

The  second  item  that  was  in  disagree¬ 
ment  when  this  matter  was  before  the 
House  was  the  item  of  meat  inspection. 
You  may  recall  it  was  the  contention  of 
the  House  this  should  be  assessed  against 
the  industry  in  the  form  of  a  fee.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  discussion,  some¬ 
times  spirited  discussion,  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  on  conference,  but  finally  another 
body  bowing  to  the  superior  wisdom  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  firially  re¬ 
ceded.  So  beginning  with  the  fiscal  year 
1948  meat  inspection  will  be  assessed 
against  the  industry.  There  will  be  an 
initial  economy  of  $6,000,000  and  there¬ 
after  something  in  excess  of  $11,009,000 
a  year. 

The  third  item  in  disagreement  was 
soil  conservation  payments.  You  may 
recall,  of  course,  that  the  House  finally 
concurred  with  an  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case]  which  modified  the  Senate 
figure  somewhat  but  accepted  the  Sen¬ 
ate  language  with  respect  to  the  1947 
conservation  program  and  deleted  the 
program  for^l948.  Here  too  we  had  a 
great  deal  of  spirited  discussion  and  the 
net  upshot  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
Senate  agreed  as  to  the  amounts  for 
1947  that  are  found  in  the  so-called 
Case  amendment.  There  was,  however, 
a  provision  which  standing  alone  after 
the  deletion  of  the  1948  program,  tech¬ 
nically  constituted  a  modification  of 
the  1947  program  to  the  extent  that 
there  would  be  a  $500  limitation  upon 
payments.  Obviously,  since  the  con¬ 
tention  has  been  made  that  we  are 
already  fcommitted  to  this  program,  it 
would  be  difBcult,  indeed,  to  sustain 
any  contention  that  that  $500  limitation 
should  apply  to  1947.  So  what  we 
finally  did  was  to  agree  with  the  Senate 
language  and  modify  the  figure  down¬ 
ward  somewhat  and  to  agree  to  a  1948 
crop-year  program  in  th^sum  of  $150,- 
000,000.  In  addition  thereto  we  com¬ 
promised  also  on  the  administrative 
part  of  it.  In  the  House  we  agreed  upon 
$22,000,000.  The  Senate  included  $27,- 
500,000  for  administrative  expenditures 
at  all  levels,  including  National,  State, 
county,  and  the  community  committees, 
embracing  some  110,000  people  alto¬ 
gether.  The  compromise  figure  is  $24,- 
500,000,  which  should  be  adequate  for 
all  purposes  in  maintaining  a  field  or¬ 
ganization  to  carry  on  this  so-called 
AAA  soil-conservation  payment  program. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  would  like  to  have  the 
gentleman  clear  up  one  point  for  me. 
The  gentleman  has  stated  that  the  con¬ 
ference  accepted  the  figure  of  $228,000,- 
000  voted  by  the  House  under  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Dakota.  At  the  same  time  the 
conference  report  indicates  the  full 
amount  as  being  $265,^00,000,  which  I 
understand  is  a  carry-over. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  was  an  ad¬ 
vance  made  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring 
lining  materials  that  they  needed,  and 
of  that  initial  request  for  $50,000,000, 
if  I  remember  correctly,  there  is  $37,000,- 
000  still  available,  so  that  money  will  be 
added  to  the  money  carried  over. 

Mr.  PACE.  The  question  I  wanted  to 
ask,  does  it  not  require  any  legislative 
language  in  the  amendment  to  bring 
that  about? 

Mr.  DIRICSEN.  I  do  not  believe  so; 
at  least,  we  felt  that  no  further  legisla¬ 
tion  was  necessary  in  order  to  bring  that 
about,  because  that  money  is  already 
available  on  a  relationship  that  has  been 
worked  out  in  the  Department. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  that  was  part  of 
the  Senate  total.  They  put  no  language 
in. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Exactly  so,  but  it  is 
agreed  that  that  money  is  available  for 
that  purpose,  and  I  think  that  is  what 
the  gentleman  is  interested  in. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  The  gentleman  has  ex¬ 
plained  to  my  entire  satisfaction,  at  least, 
with  respect  to  the  $500  payment  in* 
volved  in  the  Case  amendment,  which 
does  not  apply  to  1947. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  I  understand  that  all 
references  to  any  limitation  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  $500  or  any  other  amount  is 
now  out  of  the  bill  for  either  1947  or 
1948. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No.  Let  me  empha¬ 
sise  that.  First,  let  me  'emphasize  that 
the  $500  limit  in  payment  to  a  partici¬ 
pant  in  the  program  does  not  apply  to 
1947.  It  does,  however,  apply  to  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  1948. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  know. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  In  that  con¬ 
nection,  if  the  gentleman  will  permit,  I 
understand  the  purpose  of  this  limita¬ 
tion  is  to  make  funds  go  farther  and  to 
aid  more  farmers.  If  that  be  the  pur¬ 
pose,  if  the  gentleman  will  permit  me — • 
and  I  have  no  disposition  to  detain  him — 
it  is  my  view,  for  whatever  it  is  worth, 
that  with  a  program  limited  to  $150,000,- 
000,  that  instead  of  providing  increased 
payments  for  the  smaller  growers,  that 
this  limitation  will  defeat  the  very  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  program  because,  as  the  mat¬ 
ter  now  stands,  one  application  is  made 
for  land,  because  the  program  goes  to 


the  land.  This  limitation  will  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  administrative  funds 
and  a  very  materially  increased  one,  and 
it  will  not  cause  the  smaller  growers  to 
receive  any  more,  because  the  tenants, 
who  are  by  far  in  the  majority  will  sub¬ 
mit  programs,  and  many  more  applica¬ 
tions  will  be  made,  and  the  administra¬ 
tive  costs  will  be  increased,  and  the  re¬ 
sult  will  be,  that  if  anything,  the  smaller 
growers  will  get  a  smaller  amount  than 
he  is  getting  now,  whereas,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  the  larger  grower  will  have  spent 
a  great  deal  more  than  he  will  get  and 
the  smaller  grower  will  get  less  than  he 
spends,  and  therefore  the  smaller  grower, 
intended  to  be  aided  here,  will  not  receive 
any  more,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  there  are  at  least  four  reasons  why 
the  program  will  not  defeat  itself  and 
why  it  will  work  out  on  a  select  basis. 
The  bill  contains  language  to  the  effect 
that  the  money  for  payment  purposes 
shall  go  to  the  States  on  the  basis  of 
their  conservation  needs  as  d.etermined 
by  the  Secretary.  The  second  Item,  the 
language  carried  in  the  bill  states  that 
the  payments  or  grants  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  continued  upon-the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  land  with  respect  to  which 
said  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made. 
It  is  going  to  be  a  little  more  selective 
program  in  the  future. 

The  third  reason  why  I  do  not  believe 
it  will  defeat  itself  is  that  it  will  carry 
out  to  a  considerable  extent  the  thought 
the  subcommittee  had  in  mind  in  the 
first  place  when  they  reduced  the 
amount.  They  felt  that  those  land 
owners  in  the  country  who  get  the  first 
fruits  of  the  soil  and  who  have  a  fee 
ownership  they  also  owe  something  to 
their  country,  to  the  land,  and  to  the 
preservation  of  its  natural  resources. 
So  it  is  only  fair  that  when  they  have 
the  ability  they  should  carry  a  part  of 
the  conservation  load.  We  express  that 
principle  in  our  whole  tax  structure  to¬ 
day.  People  pay  taxes  to  the  Federal 
Government  under  the  Internal  Revenue 
code  on  the  basis  of  ability  to  pay.  There 
is  no  reason  why  the  conservation  load 
should  not  be  predicated  upon  the  same 
kind  of  theory. 

"  I  might  explain  in  detail  in  connection 
therewith,  if  you  have  not  already  known 
it,  that  there  are  presently  in  the  1946 
program  43,750  participants  who  received 
more  than  $500.  I  repeat  thvat  figure. 
There  are  43,750  participating  farmers 
who  received  more  than  $500  in  pay¬ 
ments.  To  be  exact,  those  43,750  re¬ 
ceived  $48,502,000.  A  little  very  elemen¬ 
tary  arithmetic  will  indicate  to  you  that 
the  average  for  43,750  farmers  is  $1,100. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
mysClf  10  additional  minutes.  , 

When  we  insert  a  $500  limitation,  this 
is  going  to  be  the  effect.  The  same 
43,750  farmers  will  participate,  but  they 
cannot  receive  more  than  $500,  so  that 
the  aggregate  that  they  receive  would  be 
$21, 000,000-plus.  That  would  make  a 
saving  of  nearly  $27,000,000,  and  that 
money  might  very  well  be  made  available 
on  a  more  selective  basis  to  the  people 
who  have  greater  difficulty  in  carrying 


the  conservation  load.  That  is  the  phi¬ 
losophy  that  was  in  the  minds  of  the 
members  of  the  committee  when  we  first 
addressed  ourselves  to  this  problem. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  That  is  true, 
and  I  have  no  disposition  to  argue,  but 
when  you  eliminate  the  43,750  larger 
landowners  you  put  about  500,000  ten¬ 
ants  on  there  to  take  their  place,  and 
thereby  increase  the  program. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  will  agree  that 
where  one  has  the  financial  capacity  to 
carry  a  larger  share  of  the  conservation 
load  it  is  not  too  much  to  ask. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Unless  he  is 
carrying  it  for  his  tenants  he  ought  not 
to  get  it,  but  where  he  is  carrying  it  for 
his  tenants,  and  they  get  the  benefit  of 
it,  it  ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  fee  title,  though, 
is  in  the  hands  of  somebody  who  can 
carry  the  load. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  May  I 
say  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  this 
subcommittee  that  I  as  one  Member  of 
this  House  appreciate  the  diflBculties  the 
gentleman  and  his  committee  have  had 
ever  since  the  third  day  of  January. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Nothing  is  ever  diffi¬ 
cult  if  your  heart  is  in  it. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  from  *a  soil 
fertility  standpoint  not  over  3  percent  of 
the  money  has  been  used  for  soil  fertil¬ 
ity  up  to  this  time.  Under  the  old  pro¬ 
gram  it  represented  less  than  $50  a  farm, 
and  under  the  new  program,  if  all  the 
money  allowed  in  overhead  went  for  fer¬ 
tilizer,  it  would  be  only  $25  per  farm, 
because  there  are  over  6,000,000  farms 
in  the  United  States.  So  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  all  these  appropriations  can  do  is 
dramatize  and  show  the  importance  of 
fertilizer  in  connection  with  maintain¬ 
ing  the  fertility  of  our  soil.  It  is  not 
any  approach  to  maintaining  the  fertil¬ 
ity  of  the  soil,  it  can  only  be  used  for 
demonstration  purposes,  to  dramatize,  as 
I  said,  the  importance  of  it  as  a  national 
asset.  Am  I  right? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  right.  I  am  going  to  suggest  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  who  has 
done  such  yeoman  service  on  the  legis¬ 
lative  Committee  on  Agriculture,  that  in 
the  ensuing  year,  perhaps  over  the  sum¬ 
mer  and  fall,  he  and  the  members  of  his 
committee  can  go  over  this  whole  matter 
and  explore  it,  and  can  explore  many 
matters  in  connection  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  and  be  ready  to  re¬ 
port  a  program  early  in  January  so  that 
it  will  not  become  necessary  for  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  appro¬ 
priations  to  go  first  to  the  Rules  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  there  in  that  committee  bat¬ 
tle  almost  alone  to  get  a  rule,  and  the*’ 
battle  once  more  against  the  members 
of  the  legislative  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  to  persuade  the  House  that  they 
ought  to  issue  a  rule.  So  I  do  hope  that 
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our  good  friend  from  Wisconsin  over  the 
siunmer  and  fall  will  give  almost  prayer¬ 
ful  attention  to  this  important  matter, 
and  will  prevail  upon  the  members  of 
his  committee  to  take  early  action  so  that 
we  might  be  spared  at  least  one  inter¬ 
vening  battle  in  getting  this  bill  to  the 
floor  and  across  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  The 
members  of  the  agricultural  committee 
have  already  anticipated  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Illinois.  We  have  had  a  bill  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  gentleman  from  Colorado, 
IMr.  Hn.L]  and  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  tMr.  Cooley]  in  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  try  to  meet  this  problem  which 
faces  us  to  coordinate  all  these  soil  ac¬ 
tivities.  Of  course,  I  have  no  way  of 
knowing  what  will  happen  to  the  legis¬ 
lation.  It  is  going  before  the  full  com¬ 
mittee.  I  know  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  will  want  to 
apply  what  he  is  able  to  find  out  in  the 
hearings  on  the  Cooley-Hill  bill  in  the 
long-term  agricultural  program  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  •  am  glad  to  have 
those  assurances  from  my  good  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  i  know 
much  work  will  be  done  between  now 
and  the  time  the  agricultural  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  comes 
to  the  floor. 

The  next  item  that  was  in  agreement, 
of  course,  was  the  farm-tenant  loans.' 
In  the  face  of  the  conference  which  the 
President  convened  here  in  Washington 
and  the  statement  made  there  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Increases  in  land  prices, 
the  members  of  the  House  subcommittee 
felt  that  this  matter  ought  to  be  put  off 
to  one  side  until  we  could  see  more  clear¬ 
ly  whether  there  was  going  to  be  a  little 
stability  and  leveling  off  in  land  prices 
Just  around  the  comer.  The  Senate, 
however,  took  a  contrary  view  £.nd  in¬ 
serted  $20,000,000  in  the  bill  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  We  finally  compromised  that  item 
and  we  put  in  $15,000,000. 

The  only  other  item  that  we  were  in 
disagreement  on  was  the  item  on  the 
national  school-limch  program.  We 
were  not  ins:nslble  to  the  interest  mani¬ 
fested  here  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and 
certainly  it  is  the  business  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  to  be  thor¬ 
oughly  realistic.  When  the  vote  came 
on  the  school-lunch  program,  it  was  ex¬ 
actly  184  to  184  on  the  first  round.  The 
chairman  of  this  committee  knew  then 
that  he  was  on  what  scientists  probably 
would  call  very  tenuous  or  attenuated 
ground.  So,  he  felt  he  ought  to  be  in 
a  mood  to  compromise  somewhat.  We 
finally  did.  In  the  first  place,  instead  of 
a  direct  appropriation  the  money  comes 
out  of  section  32  funds.  Secondly,  in¬ 
stead  of  $45,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  or  $75,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  once  more  we  compromised  lib¬ 
erally,  and  the  figure  that  will  be  car¬ 
ried  in  the  amendment  that  will  be  of¬ 
fered  directly  is  $65,000,000.  We  are  ad¬ 
monishing  the  State  legislatures  that 
next  year  when  the  appropriation  bill 
for  the' fiscal  year  1949  comes  before  us 
we  shall  not  want  to  hear  and  we  shall 
j!ive  no  credit  to  the  force  of  any  argu¬ 
ment  that  is  made  that  the  legislatures 


forgot  to  take  action  before  they  ad¬ 
journed  and  went  home  and  forgot  about 
the  school  lunch.  We  propose  to  send 
them  a  copy  of  this  report  and  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  send  a  copy  to  the  educational 
authorities  in  every  State  so  that  it  will 
come  to  the  attention  of  the  chief  execu¬ 
tive  of  every  Commonwealth  in  the 
country  and  to  the  State  educational  au¬ 
thorities  and  the  members  of  the  legis¬ 
latures.  After  all,  they  have  some  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  a  national  school-lunch 
program  because  this  is,  after  all,  a  local 
proposition. 

I  ask  you,  in  all  earnestness  and  sin¬ 
cerity,  why  should  a  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram  be  carried  in  an  agricultural  ap¬ 
propriation  bill?  You  say,  “Oh,  it  re¬ 
lates  to  food.”  Does  it?  The  abundant 
foods  do  not  even  have  to  be  purchased 
by  the  schools  today.  I  saw  the  state¬ 
ment  of  a  school  in  one  of  the  Western 
States.  They  got  a  reimbursement  of 
$1,500  and  there  was  about  $40  of  abun¬ 
dant  food  for  the  whole  month.  They 
bought  only  because  they  were  so  dis¬ 
posed  and  not  because  the  law  required 
them  to.  This  is  a  cash  program.  When 
this  money  is  made  available  it  will  be 
hacked  up  into  quarters  and  each  allo¬ 
cation  will  be  made  to  the  respective 
States. 

Then,  of  course,  it  goes  to  them  in 
cash.  This  is  a  cash  subsidy  for  the 
States  today.  I  was  going  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Keefe], 
that  this  program  properly  belongs  in 
his  bill  for  the  OfiQce  of  Education,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  cash  and  it  deals  with  schools. 
I  cannot  see  the  wisdom  of  having  431 
people  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
as  an  entirely  separate  entity,  giving 
themselves  over  to  the  administration 
and  auditing  of  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  when  the  Office  of  Education,  in 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  is  already 
tooled  up  in  order  to  deal  with  the  schools 
of  the  country.  So  I  suggest  once  more 
to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  that 
when  you  devote  yourself  to  these  labors 
during  the  summer  and  fall,  think  seri¬ 
ously  about  amending  the  school-lunch 
program  of  1946  with  a  view  of  giving 
attention  to  the  possibility  of  transfer¬ 
ring  this  program  where  it  properly  be¬ 
longs,  in  the  OfHce  of  Education  and  not 
in  the  Agricultural  Department  Appro¬ 
priation  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI  has 
expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Under  the  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  bill,  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
no  longer  has  jurisdiction  over  the  school 
lunches.  That  has  been  transferred  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor, 
as  the  gentleman,  I  am  sure,  knows. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Fine.  I  hope  my 
good  friend  from  Kansas  will  speak  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cation  and  probably  aid  in  having  this 
matter  transferred  to  the  agency  in 
Government  where  it  properly  belongs. 

Mr.  MACKINNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  MacKinnon.  With  respect  to 
the  gentleman’s  statement  that  this  is 
going  to  be  called  to 'the  attention  of  the 
State  legislatures  next  year,  the  majority 
of  the  State  legislatures,  including  my 
own  will  not  meet  next  year.  So  I  sub¬ 
mit  it  may  require  greater  deferment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  will  bring  it  to 
the  aftention  of  those  legislatures  that 
are  in  session.  I  go  on  the  theory  that 
the  State  legislatures  must  take  judicial 
notice  of  the  things  that  are  being  done 
in  Washington ;  and  if  they  do  not  do  it, 
that  is  their  hard  luck,  not  ours.  They 
have  a  very  abiding  responsibility  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  certainly  do  want  to 
congratulate  the  gentleman  on  his  pro¬ 
posal  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  dif¬ 
ferent  State  superintendents  of  schools 
the  action  taken  by  the  committee.  But 
it  is  not  entirely  clear  to  me  what  it  is 
the  conferees  want  the  States  to  do.  It 
is  provided  in  the  School  Lunch  Act  that 
the  matching  shall  be  on  a  graduated 
basis  through  the  years  and  there  should 
be  greater  State  participation  through 
the  years.  Exactly  what  is  it  the  con¬ 
ferees  have  in  mind? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Here  is  what  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  do,  if  it  can  be  brought  about. 
In  the  first  jJace,  the  States  put  up  only 
$11,500,000  for  the  last  program.  They 
took  credit  for  $25,000,000  of  contribu¬ 
tion  made  by  Rotary  Clubs,  American 
Legion  Posts,  Kwanis  Clubs,  churches, 
labor  that  was  supplied.  'The  States 
have  taken  credit  for  it,  the  theory  being 
that  this  money  was  derived  from  sources 
within  the  State.  So  when  they  work 
out  the  matching  provision,  which,  in¬ 
cidentally,  is  worked  out  under  order  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  it  looks  to 
me  as  though  the  States  are  shirking  in 
their  responsibility  in  this  matter.  In 
proportion  as  they  go  up,  it  might  be  that 
finally  the  Federal  Government  can  come 
down  a  little,  before  it  is  entirely  en¬ 
gulfed  by  the  school-lunch  program. 

There  is  a  move  afoot  now  in  two  di¬ 
rections.  The  first  is  to  Increase  the 
number  of  participating  schools.  There 
are  50,000  schools  in  the  program  now. 
'There  are  225,000  schools  that  are  eligi¬ 
ble  for  the  program. 

The  second  force  that  is  operating 
right  now  is  to  have  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  carry  the  whole  load.  I  stated  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
the  other  day  that  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  act  is  on  the  books,  an  en¬ 
deavor  will  be  made  somewhere  along  the 
line,  not  too  far  from  now,  to  modify 
the  act,  so  that  finally  good  old  Uncle 
Sam,  with  a  debt  of  $258,000,000,000, 
should  carry  the  whole  load.  Then,  if 
you  extend  the  number  of  schools,  you 
can  foresee  the  figure  that  people  have 
been  discussing  in  weeks  and  months, 
namely,  a  program  that  may  eventually 
cost  the  United  States  $350,000,000  or 
$400,000,000. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  BUCK.  Am  I  correct  in  my  un¬ 
derstanding  that  as  for  the  compromise 
the  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of 
lunches  are  still  permitted  for  matching 
purposes? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right.  With¬ 
in  the  wisdom  of  the  conference  commit¬ 
tee  it  was  necessary  for  the  House  to 
recede  on  the  interdiction  it  had  writ¬ 
ten  in  the  bill  when  the  bill  was  before 
us  first.  So  the  funds  that  will  be  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  youngsters  for  their 
lunches  under  this  bill  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  for  matching  purposes.  My  friend 
from  New  York  shakes  his  head.  I  will 
shake  my  head  in  the  same  fashion  as 
being  in  agreement  with  the  sentiment 
he  expresses. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  For  the 
benefit  of  the  Record  will  the  gentleman 
kindly  explain  the  paragraph  under  the 
School  Lunch  Act  in  regard  to  the 
$10,000,000  for  equipment  and  whether 
or  not  we  now  have  $65,000,000  or 
$75,000,000  under  the  program? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  five  additional  minutes. 

We  have  $65,000,000  and  no  part  there¬ 
of  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance. 
Let  me  explain  that.  Under  the  Na¬ 
tional  School  Lunch  Act  there  is  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  $10,000,000  shall — that  is 
the  language  of  the  act — shall  be  used 
for  nonfood  assistance.  That  means 
equipment  and  so  forth.  Because  we 
have  diminished  the  amount  it  was  the 
concensus  of  the  conference  committee 
that  all  of  it  should  be  used  for  food  and 
none  for  the  purchase  of  equipment  on 
the  theory  that  equipment  purchases 
could  be  deferred  a  little  longer.  Conse¬ 
quently,  when  the  motion  is  offered  to 
concur  it  will  be  with  an  amendment 
containing  a  proviso  limiting  the  use  of 
the  money  to  feeding  purposes  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  equipment  purposes. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I,  as  one,  appreciate 
the  efforts  the  gentleman  has  put  forth 
in  trying  to  place  the  responsibility  for 
the  hot  school  lunch  program  where  it 


belongs,  the  States.  Regrettable  as  is 
the  situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves 
in  having  to  continue  this  program,  nev¬ 
ertheless  we  must  keep  up  the  fight  to 
put  this  responsibility  back  where  it  be¬ 
longs,  on  the  States  and  local  commu¬ 
nities.  Let  them  carry  the  program 
there. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  that  virtue  is  on 
our  side,  and  with  virtue  on  our  side  we 
shall  overcome  all  the  forces  of  evil  that 
can  ever  be  pitted  against  this  program. 

Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAND.  I  hope  the  gentleman  is 
serious,  about  notifying  the  schools 
throughout  the  country  and  the  State 
legislatures  that  the  States  are  not  con¬ 
tributing  their  fair  share  to  this  pro¬ 
gram.  Did  not  the  gentleman  himself 
suggest  that  the  Federal  Government 
would  withdraw  from  this  program  in 
the  course  of  a  few  years?  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  continue  with  his  efforts, 
because  I  think  we  ought  gradually  to 
withdraw  from  the  program  and  let  the 
States  assiune  the  burden. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That,  of  course,  is  a 
matter  for  the  Congress  to  determine. 
It  was  the  original  intent  of  the  act 
when  the  program  started  that  even¬ 
tually  the  Federal  Government  would 
withdraw. 

Mr.  PACE.  That  is  the  purpose  of  the 
School  Lunch  Act  today,  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  contribution  is  to  be  decreased  and 
the  States  take  it  up. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  difficulty,  'of 
course,  is  the  number  of  schools  in  it. 
■Jf  the  force  becomes  strong  enough  they 
will  work  for  a  larger  and  larger  Govern¬ 
ment  share. 

Mr.  OWENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  “Doc¬ 
tor”  Dirksen  now  going  to  try  to  repair 
the  backbone  of  the  Nation? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  This  program 
is  unfair  to  at  least  one  of  the  States 
which  has  been  matching,  that  is  the 
State  of  Utah.  I  think  if  you  read  the 
report  you  will  find  that  my  State  not 
only  has  matched  out  of  State  funds 
their  full  share  but  they  have  also  paid 
over  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  addi¬ 


tional  money  for  matching  purposes,  and 
not  one  penny  of  it  has  come  out  of  the 
school  children. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Utah  that  I  think  we  ought 
to  send  a  citation  to  the  State  of  Utah. 

Now,  before  I  conclude,  I  think  you 
will  be  interested  in  a  few  tokens.  Very 
many  people  ask,  and  particularly  Mem¬ 
bers:  “How  much  money  did  you  actu¬ 
ally  save?”  It  is  a  very  pertinent  and 
enticing  subject.  First,  let  me  give  you 
the  budget  figures,  then  I  will  give  you 
our  own  figures  so  they  will  be  easy  to 
remember. 

The  budget  that  came  before  us  for 
1948  was  roughly  $1,200,000,000.  As  the 
bill  left  the  House  it  carried  appropria¬ 
tions  and  authorizations  of  all  kinds 
totalling  roughly  $850,000,00p.  The 
budget  figure  $1,200,000,000;  the  figure 
approved  by  the  House,  $850,000,000. 

The  figure  written  into  the  bill  by  the 
Senate  in  round  figures,  within  $2,000,- 
000,  was  $1,050,000,000.  The  House  fig¬ 
ure  was  $850,000,000;  the  Senate  figure 
was  $1,050,000,000. 

The  bill  as  it  will  be  finally  passed  is 
$960,000,000. 

So  that  we  finally  contrived  an  over¬ 
all  economy  in  this  bill  of  about  $228,- 
000,000.  It  is  not  as  big  as  I  would  wish 
in  view  of  the  demands  upon  our  econ¬ 
omy  and  the  need  for  maintaining  a 
sound  fiscal  integrity  in  the  country,  but 
at  least,  it  is  a  start.  May  I  say  to  you 
that  we  have  set  the  stage  for  something 
better  on  the  Agricultural  appropriation 
bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  You  see, 
when  you  talk  about  economy  you  must 
figure  1948  and  1949  because  after  all 
it  is  part  of  the  same  Congress  and  neces¬ 
sarily  it  takes  time  to  prepare  the  stage. 

I  can  best  exemplify  that  in  this  fashion: 
The  full  saving  on  meat  inspection  be¬ 
comes  effective  next  year.  That  will  be 
$11,000,000.  There  will  be  a  $150,000,- 
000  saving  on  soil  conservation  serv¬ 
ice  payments.  That  will  be  $151,000,-  ' 
00  below  the  budget  figure  for  1947,  it 
will  be  $51,000,000  below  the  President’s 
proposed  budget  figure,  as  indicated  in 
his  message  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  So 
we  start  out  with  a  very  substantial 
economy  in  the  fiscal  year  1949. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  point  I  shall  in¬ 
sert  a  table  showing  the  final  action  on 
the  bill. 


Summary  of  appropriations  and  loan  authorizations  in  Department  of  Agriculture  appropriation  bill,  1948,  compared  with  1947,  House 

bill,  1948,  and  Senate  bill,  1948 


Item 

Appropriations 
and  RFC  loan 
authorizations, 
1947 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1948 

House  bill, 
1948 

Senate  bill, 
1948 

Bill  as  finally 
passed 

Bill  as  finally  passed— 

Compared  with 
House  bill 
(+)  or  (-) 

Compared  with 
Senate  bill 
(+)  or  (-) 

Direct  appropriations  in  agricultural  appropriation  bill . 

Permanent  appropriations . .  . 

$643, 154, 411 
127,747,348 

$805, 141, 608 
168, 429,  710 

$571, 697, 388 
60, 429, 710 

$664, 773, 798 
133, 429, 710 

1  $615, 615, 198 
119, 429, 710 

>  -t-$43,917,810 
-f 69, 000, 000 

-$49, 158, 600 
-14, 000, 000 

Total,  direct  appropriations . . 

770, 901, 769 
133, 784,  292 

370, 000, 000 

963,  571, 318 

622, 127, 098 

798, 203,  508 

735, 044, 908 

-t-112, 917, 810 

-63, 158, 600 

Reappropriations . 

llorrowings  authorized  (From  RFC  and  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury) . 

225,000,000 

226, 000, 000 

250, 000, 000 

226,000,000 

-25,000, 000 

Total,  appropriations,  reapprqpriations,  and  authori¬ 
zations  to  borrow  from  RFC  and  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury .  . 

1,274,686,061 

1, 188,  571, 318 

847,127,098 

1, 048, 203, 508 

'960,044,908 

-f  112, 917, 810 

-88, 158, 600 

>  Assessments  against  member  institutions  of  the  Farm  Credit  system  for  examination  and  supervisory  services  are  appropriated  in  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act  subject 
w  provision  therefor  in  the  Government  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  on  which  final  Congressional  action  is  pending.  Therefore,  amounts  for  such  assessments  are  shown 
m  these  columns  on  basis  of  the  Government  Corporations  Appropriations  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 
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I  think  that  what  we  have  done  that  Is 
highly  important  is  that  we  have  estab¬ 
lished  a  reasonable,  conservative  base. 
Had  this  figure  gone  too  high  it  would  be 
the  base  for  future  operations  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture;  so  it  would 
be  even  more  difficult  a  year  hence  to 
effectuate  economies  than  it  was  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948.  So  I  am  very  happy  at 
the  showing  that  was  made,  and  I  trust 
in  the  fiscal  year  1949  this  very  good  and 
patient  labor  can  be  carried  on. 

Before  I  conclude  and  offer  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  school  lunches,  which  is  only 
technically  in  disagreement,  may  I  ex¬ 
press  to  the  members  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  my  deep  and  genuine  appreciation  for 
their  diligence  and  for  their  devotion. 
There  was  hardly  a  session  in  all  the  7 
weeks  but  what  every  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  was  present.  The  gentleman 
from  California,  [Mr.  Sheppard]  had  a 
committee  going,  the  gentleman  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Horan]  had  a  commit¬ 
tee  going,  as  did  also  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Phillips],  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  had  a  defi¬ 
ciency  committee  going,  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten]  had  the 
Government  corporations  appropriation 
bill.  Every  member  of  the  committee 
was  busy  with  their  work,  yet -they  gave 
so  freely  of  their  time,  and  I  am  deeply 
grateful  not  only  for  their  diligence  but 
for  the  tolerant  viewpoint  that  they 
brought  to  the  problems  that  we  sought 
to  wrestle  with  and  hew  out  into  what 
.  we  thought  were  sound  conclusions. 

Finally,  as  you  well  know,  it  would  be 
difficult  for  a  subcommittee  to  labor  on  - 
as  it  does  and  get  to  the  point  of  conclu¬ 
sion  unless  it  had  most  efficient  assist¬ 
ance.  I  not  only  esteem  Arthur  Orr  the 
executive  secretary  of  the  committee,  but 
I  esteem  him  as  a  personal  friend.  I  say 
to  him.  Thanks  a  million.  And  to  Paul 
Wilson,  I  thank  him  too  for  his  splendid 
work  that  has  made  our  labor  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  pleasant. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  bad  as 
this  bill  is,  it  is  infinitely  better  than  it 
was  when  it  went  to  the  Senate. 

In  order  to  appreciate  what  is  being 
done  here  to  destroy  the  plan  of  agricul¬ 
tural  rehabilitation  which  has  meant  so 
much  to  the  farmers  of  the  country,  let 
me  merely  cite  the  figures  with  which  we 
implemented  this  same  bill  before  the 
war  and  after  the  war. 

Just  the  year  before  the  war  began  we 
appropriated  in  this  bill  $1,649,500,000, 
This  year,  in  the  pending  bill  we  provided 
in  the  bill,  for  the  same  purposes,  as  it 
went  to  the  Senate,  $847,127,098,  one  half 
of  the  amount  we  provided  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  before  the  war. 

Now,  to  appreciate  what  that  means 
let  me  call  your  attention  to  an  editorial 
appearing  this  week  in  an  important  na¬ 
tional  journal,  on  the  value  of  money 
appropriated  before  the  war  and  after 
the  war. 

Here  it  is: 

There  is  a  marked  difiference  in  the  pur¬ 
chasing  power  of  a '  prewar  dollar  and  the 
.dollars  you  have  today.  The  1947  dollar  has 
’lost  about  half  of  its  prewar  purchasing 
power. 


In  other  words,  my  friends,  we  have 
provided  in  this  bill,  as  sent  to  the 
Senate  only  one-half  of  the  number  of 
dollars  we  provided  for  the  same  purpose 
before  the  war  started.  And  today 
even  that  number  of  dollars  is  only  equal, 
in  purchasing  power,  to  half  that  num¬ 
ber  of  dollars  before  the  war. 

So  what  we  really  sent  to  the  Senate 
in  this  bill  was  only  one-fourth  of  the 
amount  we  appropriated  for  the  farmer 
before  the  war. 

Now,  this  was  not  done  under  a  bushel. 
It  was  done  deliberately  after  intensive 
planning  begun  long  before  Congress 
convened  for  the  session.  And  oij  that 
account  I  especially  regretted  to  hear  my 
friend  say  that  it  was  easy  to  do  the  job 
because  his  heart  was  in  it.  His  heart 
was  in  this  plan  to  wreck  the  farm  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  meant  so  much  to  the 
country.  It  was  a  labor  of  love.  Where 
we  serviced  the  farmer’s  program  with 
a  dollar  in  1940,  we  toss  him  a  two-bit 
piece  in  1947. 

And  we  even  begrudge  him  that  much. 
For  we  are  told  just  now  that  the  figures 
originally  planned  for  this  bill  has  to  be 
rationalized  in  order  to  conform  to  the 
militant  spirit  of  the  House  as  indicated 
in  the  vote  overturning  the  committee’s 
plan  to  eliminate  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  and  the  attitude  of  the  House  on 
soldiers’  loans,  soil  conservation  and  the 
rehabilitation  of  our  natural  resources. 

Now,  let  us  look  at  the  bill  briefly,  be¬ 
cause  I  have  been  given  only  10  minutes 
Of  the  hour. 

I  deprecate  the  proposition  to  throw 
the  cost  of  meat  inspection  on  the 
farmer.  Beginning  back  something  like 
half  a  century  ago,  when  there  was  such 
an  imposition  on  the  public  in  the 
standardization  of  meat  and  the  price 
and  the  health  of  the  consumer,  in  order 
to  Insure  the  quality  and  value  of  meat, 
we  enacted  the  meat  inspection  law. 
From  its  very  nature  it  was  a  Federal 
service.  And  no  governmental  activity 
has  been  more  successful  or  more  satis¬ 
factory  either  to  the  producer  or  the 
consumer.  Now,  it  is  proposed  in  this  bill 
to  invalidate  the  system  which  has  been 
in  effect  for  50  years  and  substitute  a 
plan  which  will  preclude  uniformity  of 
administration  and  throw  the  cost  of 
such  inspection  as  there  is  on  the  con¬ 
sumer. 

Here  is  what  will  happen.  Numbers 
of  small  packing  plants  will  spring  up 
in  every  State,  and  they  will  engage 
solely  in  intrastate  commerce.  They  will 
not  be .  responsible  to  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  because  they  will  not  cross  State 
lines.  And  instead  of  meat  being  in¬ 
spected  in  interstate  commerce  and  un¬ 
der  the  responsibility  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  they  will  have  no  inspection 
except  such  as  the  States  may  give,  and 
perhaps  not  at  all.  It  will  shift  the  whole 
proposition  from  Federal  commerce  to 
State  supervision,  and  what  expense 
there  is  must  be  borne  by  the  producer. 

The  packers  never  pay  such  charges. 
You  will  recall  that  during  the  First 
World  War,  when  a  processing  tax  was 
levied,  many  processors  said  to  the  con¬ 
sumer,  “There  is  a  processing  tax  of 
$2.50  a  hundred  on  hogs.  We  cannot 
afford  to  pay  it,  so  you  will  have  to  pay 
that  much  more  for  your  meat,”  When 


the  farmer  brought  in  his  hogs,  they  said, 
“There  is  a  tax  of  $2.50  on  hogs,  and  as 
we  cannot  absorb  it,  we  will  pay  you 
that  much  less  for  your  hogs.”  About 
that  time  the  Supreme  Court  held  the 
tax  unconstitutional  and  ordered  the  tax 
refunded.  So  the  processors  said  to  the 
Government,  “We  paid  the  tax,  and  the 
refund  comes  to  us.”  In  that  way  they 
collected  the  tax  three  times;  from  the 
consumer,  the  producer,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  And  that  is  what  will  happen  here. 
It  may  be  a  small  amount.  It  may  be 
only  a  fraction  of  a  cent.  But  the  farm¬ 
er  will  pay  whatever  it  is  and  enough 
extra  to  make  up  the  breakage. 

This  bill  not  only  denies  funds  neces¬ 
sary  to  support  the  farm  program  but 
it  saddles  on  the  back  of  the  farmer 
expenses  he  has  never  borne  before. 

We  are  told  in  the  debate  just  now  that 
when  anything  is  to  be  done  for  the 
farmer,  it  is  Uncle  Sam  who  always  pays 
the  bills.  But  when  a  similar  service  is 
rendered  anyone  else,  nothing  is  said 
about  Uncle  Sam  paying  the  bills,  al¬ 
though  it  comes  out  of  the  same  pocket. 
Great  business  interests  have  been  taken 
care  of  this  session — for  example  when 
a  law  was  passed  excusing  the  railroads 
from  carrying  war  supplies  at  the  rates 
contracted  when  the  roads  were  built 
with  proceeds  of  public  lands — it  was 
money  out  of  the  Treasury.  But  noth¬ 
ing  was  said  about  Uncle  Sam  paying  the 
bill.  And  here  this  week  we  passed  a 
bill  to  pay  the  zinc  and  copper  mine 
owners  a  bonus — and  nothing  was  said 
about  Uncle  Sam  paying  the  bill.  Time 
without  number  similar  laws  have  been 
enacted  but  it  is  only  when  some  com¬ 
paratively  small  thing  is  being  done  for 
the  farmer  that  we  are  reminded  that 
Uncle  Sam  pays  the  bills.  And  every 
dollar  invested  in  the  farmer  is  an  in¬ 
vestment  in  national  prosperity.  But 
for  this  investment  in  1940  and  other 
years  the  farmer  could  not  have  pro¬ 
duced  in  such  record-breaking  abun¬ 
dance  during  the  war.  And  without  the 
bumper  crops  which  the  farmer  contrib¬ 
uted  to  the  war  effort  we  could  not  have 
maintained  production  in  the  war  fac¬ 
tories  or  maintained  our  armies,  and  the 
armies  of  our  allies  on  the  war  front. 
Uncle  Sam  has  been  repaid  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  repaid  every  dollar  invested 
In  the  farm  program  with  interest. 

Support  of  the  farm  program  is  being 
denied  in  the  name  of  economy.  But 
the  farmer  is  the  only  one  on  whom 
economy  is  practiced.  Note  the  bill 
passed  here  on  the  floor  just  a  few  min¬ 
utes  ago.  It  provides  seven  great  dams 
for  a  territory  covered  practically  by 
one  congressional  district.  Four  of 
these  dams  are  unbudgeted  and  the  other 
three  largely  overlap.  One  good  dam — 
and  one  of  these  dams  will  hold  the  flow 
of  the  river  for  2  years — one  of  these 
dams  will  service  the  over-all  flood  con¬ 
trol  of  the  river,  as  a  v/hole,  as  well  as 
the  entire  seven  dams.  And  the  total 
cost  of  the  dams  is  approximately  $500,- 
000,000.  We  are  denying  in  this  bill,  as 
it  passed  the  House,  a  mere  thirty  mil¬ 
lion  for  the  children  of  America.  We  are 
refusing  a  hundred  million  for  the  vet¬ 
erans.  We  are  denying  national  agri¬ 
culture  a  couple  of  hundred  million  for 
conservation.  But  we  give  approxi¬ 
mately  one  congressional  district  $500,- 
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000,000  for  projects  the  major  part  of 
which  are  not  essential  to  the  flood  con¬ 
trol  of  the  river. 

This,bill  is  the  greatest  monkey  wrench 
ever  thrown  into  the  national  machinery. 
As  originally  drafted,  it  wiped  out  com¬ 
pletely  the  1948  program  for  soil  conser¬ 
vation.  Not  a  penny  was  provided  for 
loan  sei'vice  to  veterans  who  wanted' to 
establish  homes  on  .the  land.  The  money 
appropriated  for  REA  was  cut  down,  and 
the  school  lunch,  an  investment  in  the 
lives  and  bodies  of  children,  was  elim¬ 
inated. 

But,  fortunately,  the  Senate  inter¬ 
vened  and  we  have  been  able  to  salvage 
something  from  the  wreckage.  It  is  still 
far  from  being  the  bill  we  should  have 
had — the  bill  the  farmers  had  every  right 
to  expect.  But  we  must  accept  the  in¬ 
evitable.  We  must  take  half  a  loaf  if 
we  cannot  get  a  whole  loaf.  For  that 
reason,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  support  the  con¬ 
ference  report  on  this  side  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  append  a  tabular  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  over-all  totals  of  the  bill: 
Agriculture  Department  appropriation  bill 

OVER-AUJ  GRAND  TOTALS 

1940  appropriations _ $1,  649,  500, 000 

1947  appropriations _  1,274.686.051 

Budget  for  1948 _  1,188,571,318 

House  bill _  847, 127,  098 

Senate  bill _  1,048,203,508 

As  finally  agreed  to _  960,  044,  908 


More  than  the  House 

by -  112,917,810 

Less  than  the  Senate 

by -  88, 158,  600 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  WHifTEN],  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  where 
agreement  has  been  reached  you  may 
wonder  why  time  is  taken  to  discuss 
these  measures.  But  today  ends  a  fight 
that  began  back  in  February  on  the  ag- 
rigultural  appropriation  bill  for  this 
fiscal  year,  a  fight  to  which  I  have  given 
untold  hours  of  time  and  spoken  on  this 
floor  not  less  than  a  dozen  times.  Every¬ 
one  believes  in  economy,  but  anounce- 
ment  was  made  that  the  majority  party, 
the  Republican  Party,  had  been  elected 
on  that  program.  In  February,  I  believe 
it  was,  we  were  advised  what  cuts  might 
be  expected  in  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Many  cuts  could  have  been 
made,  should  have  been  made,  and  have 
been  made.  Yet  this  announcement 
carried,  in  my  judgment,  many  elimina¬ 
tions  of  programs  highly  vital  to  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  United  States  and  particu¬ 
larly  to  the  farmers  of  this  Nation. 

At  that  time  I  started  making  every 
effort  to  try  to  save  these  programs  which 
meant  so  much,  in  my  judgment,  to  the 
American  people.  From  that  time  until 
this  day  that  fight  has  been  continued. 

I  do  not  question  the  sincerity  of  my 
Republican  colleagues  on  this  commit¬ 
tee,  for  whom  I  have  the  highest  personal 
regard,  but  on  their  judgment  with  re¬ 
gard  to  what  was  adequate  and  proper 
for  American  agriculture  we  differed 
most  widely.  On  that  question  we  dif¬ 
fered  very  much  on  what  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  American  farmer,  the 
American  people,  and  this  Republic. 
That  fight  has  continued  and  the  records 


of  this  House  will  show  each  advance 
from  the  drastic  announcement  in  Feb¬ 
ruary  to  the  figures  included  in  this  con¬ 
ference  report  has  been  in  many  in¬ 
stances  bitterly  contested  and  in  all  in¬ 
stances  strongly  contested.  It  has  been 
a  continual  problem  to  advance  step  by 
step. 

I  think  it  was  not  our  fight,  but  it 
was  the  fight  of  the  American  people. 
The  people  were  advised  as  to  just  what 
was  intended  by  these  reductions.  We 
spent  in  this  Nation  through  the  action 
of  the  Congress  approximately  $6,000,- 
000,000  in  permitting  business  to  recon¬ 
vert  after  the  war,  and  yet  during  the 
war  we  called  on  the  American  farmers 
to  extend  themselves  and  work  harder 
and  misuse  their  soil  and  they  did  just 
as  fine  a  job  as  any  industry  in  the 
United  States  and  yet  we  on  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  side  have  had  a  5-month  fight  to 
provide  $265,000,000  committed  last  year 
as  one-third  of  the  cost  of  redeeming  soil 
depletion,  a  natural  resource  vital  to  the 
welfare  of  the  Nation. 

Here  we  find,  in  my  judgment  at  least, 
that  a  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  were  unwilling  to  carry  out  the 
commitments  which  I  considered  com¬ 
mitments,  though  they  may  differ  with 
me,  on  the  soil-conservation  program. 
We  have  finally  brought  here  a  bill  which 
I  do  not  think  is  too  far  out  of  line. 
It  comes  to  us  after  the  most  untiring 
efforts  on  the  part  of  the  friends  of 
agriculture  against  the  members  of  this 
committee  who  themselves  feel  that  they 
are  also  friends  of  agriculture  but  whose 
actions  and  whose  judgments  certainly 
differ  from  mine  as  to  what  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Nation  and  of  agri¬ 
culture. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  just 
mentioned  the  differences  of  opinion  as 
to  the  commitments  for  this  year.  Will 
the  gentleman  make  it  plain  that  there 
cannot  be  any  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  commitment  next  year  for  at 
least  $150,000,000  for  the  farmers  for  the 
soil-conservation  program? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  find  quite  frequent¬ 
ly  that  I  do  not  speak  for  anybody,  but  so 
far  as  my  opinion  is  concerned  there  was 
much  discussion  as  to  whether  to  put  a 
figure  in  next  year’s  program.  I  insisted 
that  a  program  without  a  figure  was  no 
program  at  all.  You  cannot  have  a  pro¬ 
gram  without  a  figure.  And  if  you  put  a 
figure  in  and  fix  the  program  and  the  de¬ 
partment  announces  it  and  the  farmers 
earn  what  they  are  entitled  to  under  it, 
spending  more  of  their  funds  than  does 
the  Government,  I  do  not  think  there  can 
be  any  question  but  what  there  is  an  obli¬ 
gation  and  an  outright  commitment.  I 
can  speak  only  for  myself  and  the  Mem¬ 
bers  on  my  own  side.  But  this  bill,  if  you 
will  check  it,  is  not  too  far  out  of  line  with 
what  should  have  been  done  for  agricul¬ 
ture,  in  my  judgment.  This  gives  $265,- 
000,000  for  the  AAA  payments,  and  I 
doubt  that  more  than  that  will  be  earned 
for  the  reason  that  the  program  has  been 
stymied  for  60  days  as  the  result  of  what 
the  House  did  before.  The  President 
recommended  $200,000,000  next  year  and 


only  $150,000,000  is  carried  in  this  bill, 
though  to  get  this  program  it  became 
necessary  to  accept  the  limitation.  But 
each  of  those  places  where  this  bill  is  im¬ 
proved  over  the  original  House  action 
has  come  back  as  a-result  of  the  untiring 
efforts  on  the  part  of  the  Democrats  on 
this  committe'e,  friends  of  agriculture  on 
this  side  of  the  Capitol  and  on  the  other 
side.  In  making  this  advance  against  the 
opposition  of  the  Republican  Members 
we  have  veritably  had  to  fight  at  every 
fence  post. 

In  February  they  announced  there 
would  be  no  funds  for  AAA  payments, 
no  farm  tenant  purchase  program  for 
veterans,  drastic  reductions  in  the  REA 
and  no  school-lunch  program,  no  mar¬ 
keting  research  funds  and  no  section  32 
funds — funds  set  aside  for  agriculture 
as  a  result  of  allowing  competitive  agri¬ 
cultural  products  to  come  into  this  coim- 
try  from  abroad.  I  released  those  facts 
to  the  Nation.  The  majority  Mem¬ 
bers  could  not  hold  to  that  and  our 
original  bill  was  better  than  the  original 
announcement  the  majority  Members 
made. 

After  a  2-day  fight  here  on  the  floor 
we  saved  $40,000,000  of  section  32  funds, 
and  obtained  sufficient  funds  for  agricul¬ 
tural  research  in  marketing. 

The  Senate  then  improved  the  bill  and 
when  we  came  back  to  the  House  on  the 
AAA  payments  we,  after  a  hard  fight, 
won  on  a  vote  to  recede  and  figures  were 
written  into  the  bill  more  nearly  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  pledge  made  by  this  Con¬ 
gress  last  year.  The  chairman  defeated, 
us  on  several  other  votes  but  only  after 
agreeing  to  try  to  work  the  issues  out  in 
the  second  conference. 

Today  this  report  provides  $265,000,- 
000  for  AAA  together  with  a  program 
that  next  year  provides  for  continuation 
of  the  school  lunch,  adequate  funds  for 
research,  and  almost  enough  for  the 
REA.  It  provides  for  the  farm  tenant 
purchase  program  and  continues  for  the 
use  of  agriculture  section  32  funds  which 
by  statute  belong  to  agriculture.  All  of 
these  the  Republican  majority  said  they 
would  not  prtivide  for  when  we  met  in 
February.  It  has  been  a  long,  hard  road, 
but  I  feel  we  have  won  out.  Certainly 
the  great  progress  made  during  the  past 
few  years  to  more  nearly  put  the  farmer 
on  a  comparable  basis  with  labor,  guar¬ 
anteed  minimum  wages  and  hours  and 
industry  protected  by  tariffs  should  not 
be  destroyed.  We  have  saved  the  farmer 
for  one  more  year  at  least. 

This  we  have  done  in  spite  of  the  ac¬ 
tive  opposition  of  our  Republican  col¬ 
leagues  or  at  least  most  of  them.  They 
have  approved  this  report.  I  would  like 
to  believe  they  have  been  converted — 
this  the  record  refutes  because  most  of 
them  have  fought  to  the  last  ditch  to 
destroy  these  programs  which  in  my 
judgment  are  so  vital  to  the  Americap 
farmer  and  the  American  people.  Ti-uly 
I  am  glad  their  original  views  have  not 
prevailed.  It  is  no  wonder  that,  though 
I  have  the  highest  regard  for  my  Re¬ 
publican  colleagues  both  on  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  off,  I  believe  it  is  to  the  best  inter¬ 
est  of  the  American  farmer  that  we  have 
a  Democratic  rather  than  a  Republican 
majority. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Murray]. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,'!  want  to  address  myself  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon].  I  happen  to  come  from 
Wisconsin,  a  State  where  the  farmers 
farm  their  farms  and  do  not  lie  awake 
nights  figuring  out  schemes  to  get  money 
out  of  the  United  States  Treasury.  When 
he  sheds  tears,  I  do  not  want  him  to 
shed  any  for  me,  because  I  will  take 
my  chances  in  telling  the  people  the 
truth  about  agricultural  appropriations. 
I  might  tell  them  what  his  administra¬ 
tion  has  done  for  the  fur  farmers  of 
this  country;  how  it  has  wrecked  them. 
I  could  also  call  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that,  as  one  Member  of  Congress,  I 
surely  have  not  been  a  party  to  wreck¬ 
ing  the  sheep  industry  of  this  Country. 

Right  in  this  bill  you  v/ill  find  where 
we  are  going  to  get  the  money  for  your 
school  lunches.  You  will  get  it  out  of 
section  32  funds.  Where  do  you  get  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds?  You  get  it  by  taking  30 
percent  of  the  customs  receipts.  Prom 
25  to  35  percent  of  the  customs  receipts 
come  from  wool,  the  wool  that  is  grown 
on  sheep  and  imported  to  this  country. 
You  take  the  30  percent  of  customs  re¬ 
ceipts,  I  would  like  to  know,  when  Mr. 
Clayton  gets  through  conniving  with 
these  foreign  cartels  and  monopolies  that 
do  not  dare  to  set  up  in  the  United  States 
because  they  would  come  imder  the  Sher¬ 
man  Antitrust  Act — I  would  like  to  know 
where  you  are  going  to  get  any  section  32 
funds  to  carry  on  your  school  lunches, 
because  there  will  not  be  any  money 
there  if  Mr.  Clayton  has  his  way  about  it. 

Now,  we  have  enough  problems  in  this 
country  so  far  as  agriculture  is  con¬ 
cerned.  In  1939,  the  seventh  year  of  the 
more  abundant  life,  we  had  54-cent 
wheat,  we  had  5-cent  hogs,  we  had  8- 
cent  cotton.  Basically,  we  are  in  just  as 
bad  shape  as  we  were  in  1932.  K  this 
soil  fertility  was  of  so  much  interest  to 
these  people,  why  did  they  use  only  3 
percent  of  the  money  for  fertilizer  and 
use  90  percent  in  a  feeble  attempt  to  try 
to  purchase  something  else? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Mahon]. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  the 
present  bill  was  originally  introduced 
in  the  House  several  weeks  ago,  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  farmer  has  been  seriously 
threatened  by  the  action  of  this  Con¬ 
gress.  The  present  version  of  the  bill 
is  better  than  anything  previously  of¬ 
fered  the  ilouse  this  session  but  it  is 
still  very  unsatisfactory  in  many  par¬ 
ticulars — the  pledge  to  the  producers  in 


AAA  fmds  is  still  not  fully  met,  and  the 
provisions  of  the  1948  crop  year  are  un¬ 
satisfactory. 

The  farmers  of  the  Nation  have  the 
Democrats  of  the  House  and  Senate  to 
thank  for  the  fact  that  this  bill  goes  as 
far  as  it  does  in  the  interest  of  Ameri¬ 
can  agriculture. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  before 
I  move  the  previous  question  on  the  con¬ 
ference  report  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  some  tables  containing  infor¬ 
mation  the  Members  might  like. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot 
entertain  such  a  request  at  this  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  first  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  43:  Page  61,  strike 
out  lines  5  to  10  inclusive. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  moves  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  .43. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  69:  On  page  81, 
line  12,  insert: 

“To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
of  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  there  Is 
hereby  made  available  $75,000,000  of  the 
funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
by  section  32  of  the  act  approved  August  24, 
1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ) ,  such  amount  to 
be  without  regard  to  the  25-percent  limita¬ 
tion  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be 
exclusive  of  funds  expended  in  accordance 
with  the  last  sentence  of  section  9  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  with 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to,  the  amendment  .of 
the  Senate  numbered  59,  and  agree-  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Strike 
out  the  figure  "$75,000,000”  where  it  occurs 
in  said  amendment  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  figure  “$65,000,000”;  and  at  the  end  of 
the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment 
strike  out  the  period.  Insert  a  colon  and  the 
following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  such 
funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance 
under  section  6  of  said  act.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
concludes  action  on  the  conference  re¬ 
port. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  obliged 
to  say  that  owing  to  the  objection  of  the 
minority  leader  ih  will  be  impossible  to 
entertain  the  request  at  this  time. 


Mr.  MacKinnon.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  in  two 
instances  and  to  include  an  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  obliged 
to  say  that  the  Chair  cannot  entertain 
requests  for  extensions  at  this  time. 


iRiisinNanuwFHUM'  joint  uuMumTigr 

!  \  ON  PRINTING 

j  Whe  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
'the  following  communication,  which  waj( 
jre^  by  the  Clerk: 

House  op  Representatives,  i 
'Washington,  D.  C.,  July  24,  19471 
Hon.VlosEPH  W.  Martin,  / 

^aker  of  the  House  of  Representatwes. 
MtCear  Mr.  Martin:  I  hereby  tendey  my 
resignation  from  the  Joint  Committed  on 
Printlnfc 

Svncerely, 

Tom  Pickett,  J 
Menibei  of  Congresi, 

I  \  Seventh :  fistrict  of  Texas. 

*  The  Speaker,  without  opjection. 


J  ■' 

iek  on 


ithe  resigr 
There 
j  ELECTIOr 


ition  will  be  accepted; 

^s  no  objection. 
lTO  JOINT  COMMITOEE  ON 
‘  PRINTING 


Mr.  RAYBbRN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  resolution  *H.  Res.  328)  j 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  Omar  Burl^on,  of  Texas, 
be,  and  he  is  hyeby,  electe^  a  member  of 
the  Joint  Ckimmjttee  on  Printing.! 

:  The  resolutioawas  agreed  to. 
i  A  motion  to  ^onsidfer  was  laid  on 
[the  table. 

‘i  ELECTION  TCl  COMMITTEE  ON 
APPROHPIATIONS 


Mr.  DOUGHTON.l 
a  resolution  (H.  Res.) 
The  Clerk  read  as , 
Resolved,  That  Hg 


[r.  Speaker,  I  offer 
129). 
jllows: 

M.  Jackson,  of 


Washington,  be,  and-Tieto  hereby,  elected  a 
member  of  the  stapidina  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Represent^ives»n  Appropriations. 

ij  The  resolution  tvas  a Aeed  to. 

I  A  motion  to  reponsidei\was  laid  on  the 
jtable. 

I  JOINT  COIV^TTEE  OM  HOUSING 

!  Mr.  RICH.  '  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
jHouse  Concuri-ent  Resoluti^  104. 

I  The  Clerk  /ead  the  resoli^ion,  as  fol- 
jlows: 

•  Resolved  bv  the  House  of  Ref^esentatives 
^(the  Senate  loncurring) ,  That  t^re  is  here- 
tby  established  a  Joint  congressloiml  commit¬ 
tee  to  be  known  as  the  Joint  Coimmittee  on 
Housing  (Hereafter  referred  to  asVthe  com¬ 
mittee),  and  to  be  composed  of  aevn  Mem¬ 
bers  of  tl/e  Senate  who  are  memb«s  of  the 

1  Senate  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 

•  to  be  ap^lnted  by  the  President  pro\empore 
lof  the  Senate,  and  seven  Members\of  the 

•  House  df  Representative  who  are  members  of 
ithe  Hcfcse  of  Representatives  Committee  on 
.Banking  and  Currency  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  pepresentMives. 

/A  vacancy  in  the  membership  of  the  con^it- 
'!  tee  :pall  not  affect  the  powers  of  the  remVin- 
ing, members  to  execute  the  functions  of  the 
;  coipmittee,  and  shall  be  filled  in  the  san 
:  manner  as  the  original  selection.  The  con 
,  mittee  shall  select  a  chairman  and  a  vi^e 

•  chairman  from  among  its  members. 

Sec.  2.  The  committee,  acting  as  a  whole  oi 
by  subcommittee,  shaU  conduct  a  thorougm 
study  and  investigation  of  the  entire  field  of' 
housing.  Including  but  not  limited  to — 
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(1)  the  extent  of  the  need  for  housing  In 
th^  United  States  as  a  whole  and  in  all  areas 
thereof; 

(2>  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which  shortages 
in  building  materials  are  contributing  to  the 
shortagfe^  of  housing’. 

(3)  the -reasons  for  the  existing  high  costs 
of  buildin^materlals  and  housing  and  the 
action  which:  may  be  taken  to  reduce  such 

COST'S* 

(4)  all  factoiWof  whatever  kind  or  nature 
which  contribut#4o  the  existing  high  costs 
of  housing  and  i^ich  prevent  the  speedy 
construction  of  adequate  housing  to  satisfy 
the  needs  of  the  NaticAand  the  action  which 
may  be  taken  to  elimii^e  such  factors; 

(5)  the  extent  to  whHib  archaic  building 
codes  and  zoning  laws  comffibute  to  the  ex¬ 
isting  shortage  and  excesslvll|wst  of  housing; 

(6)  the  administration  aiuL  operation  of 
existing  Federal  laws  relating  ]^slum  clear¬ 
ance,  insurance  of  mortgages  am  housing, 
home  loans,  guaranties  of  veteraiiW  housing 
loans,  construction  permits,  veter^^’  pref¬ 
erence  in  the  renting  and  purchase  chous¬ 
ing,  rent  control,  and  all  other  matters  i^lat- 
Ing  to  housing; 

(7)  the  availability  of  private  capital  al^ 
of  Government  loans  to  finance  the  com 
struction  of  housing; 

(8)  the  organization  and  operations  of 
Federal,  State,  and  municipal  government 
agencies  concerned  with  housing;  and 

(9)  such  other  problems  and  subjects  in 
the  field  of  housing  as  the  committee  deems 
appropriate. 

Sec.  3.  The  committee  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  not 
later  than  March  15,  1948,  the  results  of  its 
study  and  investigation,  together  with  such 
recommendations  as  to  necessary  legislation 
and  such  other  recommendations  as  it  may 
deem  advisable. 

Sec.  4.  The  committee  shall  have  the  pow¬ 
er,  without  regard  to  the  civil-service  laws 
and  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation  of 
such  officers,  experts,  and  employees  as  it 
deems  necessary  for  the  performance  of  its 
duties,  including  consultants  who  shall  re¬ 
ceive  compensation  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed 
$35  for  each  day  actually  spent  by  them  in 
the  work  of  the  committee,  together  with 
their  necessary  travel  and  subsistence  ex¬ 
penses.  The  committee  is  further  author¬ 
ized,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the  de¬ 
partment  or  agency  concerned,  to  utilize  the 
services,  information,  facilities,  and  person¬ 
nel  of  all  agencies  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  and  may  request  the 
governments  of  the  several  States,  represent-  yme, 
atives  of  business,  industry,  finance,  and  la-^/  for 
bor,  and  such  other  persons,  agencies 
ganizations,  and  instrumentalities  as 
deems  appropriate  to  attend  its 
and  to  give  and  present  informatlo: 
vice,  and  recommendations. 

Sec.  5.  The  committee,  or  any Subcom¬ 
mittee  thereof,  is  authorized  toyftold  such 
hearings;  to  sit  and  act  aj  suc^times  and 
places  during  the  sessions,  recgKes,  and  ad¬ 
journed  periods  of  the  Eigbjfeth  Congress; 
to  require  by  subpena*or  o^nerwlse  the  at¬ 
tendance  of  such  witnesse^and  thet  produc¬ 
tion  of  such  books,  papef^,  and  documents; 
to  administer  oaths,  toJmke  such  testimony; 
to  have  such  printing  and  binding  done; 
and  to  make  such  oKpenditures  as  it  deems 
advisable.  The  com  of  stenographic  serv¬ 
ices  in  reportin^Auch  hearings  shall  not  be 
in  excess  of  2^ents  per  100  words.  Sub- 
pe-nas  shall  he  issued  under  the  signature 
of  the  chahjman  or  vice  chairman  of  the 
committee _jAnd  shall  be  served  by  any  per¬ 
son  desig^ted  by  them. 

Sec.  f.  The  members  of  the  committee 
shall  JHe  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  Incurred  by 
th^i  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  vest¬ 
ed  in  the  committee,  other  than  expenses  in 
’.Connection  with  meetings  of  the  committee 


held  in  the  District  of  Columbia  during  such 
times  as  the  Congress  is  in  session. 

Sec.  7.  The  expenses  of  the  committee, 
v/hich  shall  not  exceed  $100,000,  shall  be 
paid  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon 
vouchers  signed  by  the  chairman.  Dlsburse- 
'  ments  1o  pay  such  expenses  shall  be  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  such  con¬ 
tingent  fund  to  be  reimbursed  from  the  con¬ 
tingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  in  the  amount  of  one-half  of  disburse¬ 
ments  so  made. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30 
-minutes  of  the  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI  and  at  this 
time  I  yield  myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  is  brought 
in  here  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  deal 
with  the  housing  situation.  It  provides 
for  a  complete  and  full  investigation. 
The  Banking  and  Currency  Committee 
has  given  consideration  to  such  legisla¬ 
tion  and  the  members  of  that  commit¬ 
tee  feel  that  this  investigation  is  es¬ 
sential  to  the  welfai-e  of  the  country  and 
ilso  because  of  the  fact  that  there  ha§ 
Bn  so  much  said  in  the  last  few  monti 
re^rding  the  housing  situation.  I  koDW 
froraidhe  sentiment  that  wds  expresaft  in 
the  committee  that  it  wants  to  do^very- 
thing  p^sible  to  aid  and  assist  ,<ne  vet¬ 
erans.  ik  order  that  the  veUfans  and 
the  peopl^of  this  countrwAvho  need 
materials  to^upport  the  lousing  pro¬ 
gram  may  be^lped,  this  ^mmittee  cer¬ 
tainly  should  liable  ^  do  a  job  that 
would  be  in  theViteraft  of  the  country 


in  every  respect, 
be  doing  a  good  job  j 
I  now  3deld  to  tjj 
nois  [Mr.  Sabati 


sure  that  we  will 
lass  this  resolution, 
itleman  from  Illi-' 


gs 


[Mr.  SABA^  addres^  the  House. 
His  remark^will  appear  h^after  in  the 
Appendix.! 

Mr.  R^H.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min¬ 
utes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 

[Mr.J^OLCOTTl. 

WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  mj 
te/fined  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
fois  [Mr.  SabathI,  who  just  precede! 
me,  has  stated  that  there  is  serious  need'' 
housing  in  the  United  States.  In 
that  statement  I  am  in  hearty  accord. 
Many  of  the  things  which  the  gentleman 
said  are  true,  and  conditions  should  be 
investigated. 

The  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  of  the  House,  which  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  housing,  has  been  a  very  busy 
committee  since  it  began  hearings  about 
the  1st  of  February.  We  have  been  in 
daily  session,  quite  often  while  the  House 
was  in  session.  There  has  been  much 
emergency  legislation  which  has  Had  to 
be  taken  care  of. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  not  done 
very  much  in  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency  on  legislation  that  was  not 
urgently  required.  Much  of  it  is  in  the 
field  of  housing,  but  it  has  been  more 
or  less  a  peacemeal  program  because  of 
the  necessity  for  expeditious  action  on 
legislation  which  has  been  brought  be¬ 
fore  us.  We  had  to  correct  certain 
abuses  and  do  it  very  quickly.  We  took 
cognizance  of  the  fact,  for  example,  that 
under  these  strict  Government  controls, 
to  wjiich  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 


[Mr.  SabathI  referred,  during  the  year 
1946,  when  no  piece  of  material  whi^ 
went  into  the  building  of  a  home  coiild 
be  obtained  without  permission  ^  the 
Housing  Expediter,  we  completetK about 
650,000  homes.  The  last  year/of  free 
enterprise  building  was  1941/  In  that 
year,  without  any  Government  controls, 
and  without  the  tremendous  demand  for 
homes  that  there  was  in„  1946,  we  com¬ 
pleted  714,000  homes,  ^he  Government 
program,  to  which  ^e  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred,  was  recogn^d  as  a  failure,  and 
we  had  to  act  exp^tiously  to  start  home 
construction.  I  inink  we  can  all  take 
heart  from  thelact  that  on  last  Sunday, 
in  a  press  relq^lfse  by  Mr.  Frank  Creedon, 
the  Expedit^,  he  made  a  statement 
that  there  Xad  been  more  houses  started 
in  June >6f  this  year  than  had  been 
started/n  any  month  in  20  years  and 
that  ill'  the  first  6  months  of  this  year 
ther^  had  been  more  homes  started  and 
firU^ed  than  in  any  comparable  period 
inf  20  years.  I  think  that  proves  the 
ralue  of  the  services  which  we  gave  here 
'in  this  House  in  respect  to  removing  the 
shackles  which  were  deterring  the  build¬ 
ing  of  homes. 

There  are  many  fields  in  which  the 
House  Banking  and  Currency  Commit¬ 
tee  acts,  but  none  is  more  important 
than  housing.  We  all  realize  that  one 
of  the  bottlenecks  preventing  the  sta¬ 
bilization  of  our  American  economy  lies 
in  the  lack  of  housing  at  the  present 
time.  Our  population  has  increased  over 
10,000,000  since  the  1.940  census.  The 
number  of  families  has  increased  about 
7,000,000. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  three  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  There  w'as,  of  course, 
very  little,  if  any,  housing  constructed 
during  the  war  except  emergency  war 
housing.  We  now  want  to  find  out  what 
can  be  done  to  expedite  home  construc¬ 
tion.  We  want  to  find  out  if  the  bottle¬ 
neck  is  in  the  building-materials  field. 
We  want  to  find  out  if  it  is  necessary  to 
expand  the  credit  base  to  make  credit 
?,vailable  for  the  construction  of  homes, 
ie  want  to  find  out  very  definitely  the 
mt  to  which  the  Federal  Govern- 
menk,  the  States,  the  counties,  the  mu¬ 
nicipalities  should  participate  in  public 
housinl^or  low  rentals. 

We  relcgnize,  I  believe,  that  there  is 
a  field  in  ^mch  the  Federal  Government 
should  opei^e  in  encouraging  the  con¬ 
struction  of  fljUblic  housing.  We  want 
to  find  out  h(^  expansive  or  how  nar¬ 
row  that  field  ^ould  be.  This  study 
we  hope  will  resul^n  the  answer  to  that 
and  many  other  p^lblems. 

Under  the  provisionfe^of  this  resolution, 
we  are  without  limit  t^tudy  all  phases 
of  the  housing  problem^After  enumer¬ 
ating  many  of  them  whichWescribe  con¬ 
sideration  in  particular  fielas  we  end  up 
by  saying  that  the  committe^may  study 
such  other  problems  and  subj^s  in  the 
field  of  housing  as  the  committ^deems 
appropriate.  That  is  all-inclusivk  and 
when  we  make  the  report  on  MarAi  15, 
1948,  as  is  required  by  the  resolutions  I 
feel  confident  that  the  people  of  the  Ns 
tion  will  feel  that  the  money  which  will^ 


1 


I 


i  • 

r‘' 


I 


L 

lA 


/ 


f 


< 


\ 


\ , 


Connittee  (p*.1036S) 


-5-, 


PUE CHASING*  „  S,  I72S,  Ny  Sen» .  Aiken,  Tt*,  fo,f  the  nore  economical  operatiq^i  of 
■t^ho- general  supply -fund.,  of- the  Bureau  of  Federal,  Supply;  to  feonditures^n 
*ho  Executive. Departments  Committee  (p*  lOjGS)^  '  .  ^ 
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Bgldyin^,^  ^pon^*j^  ,tp  ^au^ori^p  issusu^we  of  a 
spcc^^  series  O'f  stamps^  ^commemorating  the  lOOth  anniversary  of  tl^  poultry 
-  in  the  U.^S^p  to  Civir" Service  Committee  (p.  IO36S). 

EXPORT  COltoLS.  S*  Res.  I5S,  hy  Sen.  Thomas,  Ok;la.,,  .to  di  ro(^  thc^*i^riculture 

-  and  Forest]^^  Commit  top  to  investigate  administration  of  expo^  controls  on 
atgricultural^mmodities  hy  the  Commerce  Department;  to  A^cult-ore  ojid 
Forestry -Committee  (p.  IO369,  viiere*' resolution  is  urinte^' in  full). 

SMALL  BUSINESS*..,  SW  1740,  hy  Sen*  Murray,  Mpnt.,  providing  for 'a  permanent 
Federal  "Small  Busir^ss  Corporation;  to  Banking  and  Cjirrency  CommitteCc  Remarks 
of  author.  (p»  lOUj^Le)  .  ,  *  ..  . 

LEGISLATIVE  REFEREITCE. .  R.  43^9,  hy.^Rep*  Corh^t,  Pa.,  to, amend,  the  Legisp 
lativc  ^Reorganization  Ac^so  as,, to 'relieve  theytegislative  Reference  Service 
of-mreparation  of  dnta  in^jcrtain  ca,scs.  To^ousq  Atoinistration  Committee. 

(p.''l0357.) 

PERSOIRIEL  RETIREIENT.  H,.^R«.  439? »  hy  Repy^Lemke,  N.  Dak*,  to  equalize  the  re¬ 
tirement  benefits  payable  to  Fcd^al  er^jdloye es ;  td  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  CommJ.tteQ  (p.,,iQ357)f 

PRICE  CONTROL*’  H.  Res.  253, 'to  ^S^j^ahlish  effective  -Dricc  and  rent  con¬ 
trol;  to  Banking  and  Currency' Coniditt^(r*  10357).’' 

-  •  ITMS',Z^t' APPEITDIXV  July  25 

,  ■  •  ■  .  ■  '  '■  ■  ■  ■  /  •. 

ST*  LA'WRENCS  ^ATERUAY.  Son./'Aikcn,  Vt,,  inserted  a  radio  intorvic^^  with  Sen. 
Niley  on, this  proposed  piyject.(pp.  A4o6i-2), 

COOPERATIT^ES.  Rep.  Patefan,  Tex. inserted  his  address  defending,  cooperatives 
against  current  criticisms  (pp;.  A4o63'76). 


V.1- 


SOIL  OONSEKVATIOlC /5cp.  Stev/art,  Tcnn>,  inserted  a  Fa^Bureau'sui.mary  of 
K.  R-,  4150,  H.  R/'4151,  and  S.  162I,  to  divide  SCS  fun^ons  between  ARA  and 
Extension  Service  (pp*  A4o67-S), 

AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATIONS*.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep. -N^ctt,  ,Mo., 
defending  congressional  reductions  in.  NSDA  rappi]Qpr'iations^,(pp^A40S3“5) » 

CONGRESS^NAL  REORGANIZ/i-TION.  Extension  of  remarks^ of  Rop,  Kc:^au-j5Cr,  Tenn. , 
fa,vorii^  additional  changes  in^congressional  organization,  .  etc*  S  7)" 

CONTROL*  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rop,  Banta,  Mo.,  criticizing  cji^ministrii- 
ti^n  of  the  flood-control  program  and,. urging  more  coordination  of  the  ^rious 
rticipating  agencies  (pp.  A40S7“3) ?  . 


POULTRY.  Extension  of  remarks  of;. Rep. Boggs,  Del.,^  .commending  development  of 
the  poultry’’  industry  in  the  U.  S.  (p*  A4092)o 
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SEUA-QIS  —  July  26 


49*  AFPEDPRIATIONS*  Agreed  tp.;  the  second  conference  report  on  H,  E,#  3601»  the 

agricultural  appropriation  'bill,  and  concurred  in  the  House  anendnent  to  the 
Senate  anendment  regarding  the  school- lunch  progran  (pp«  104S679)*  This  "bill 
will  now  he  sent  to  the  President* 


nuTf5cs-’agrT?gd»''^*"gr'it;v IbUli  H,  R. 

gh^erriTient  cori;)d  rat  ions  appropriation  hill,  which,  in  addition  to  provipipns 
of  ihe  first  version  of  the  co  nference^  report ,  olininates  Sec*  307  hill, 

regard^'iH^additiqnal  Go:i;poratiQn  controls  (pp*  ,10522-6,  1052S,  lO^XT^"*^*  This 
hill  willTK^  he  sent  to  the^  President  ^  '  ‘ 

Both  HouH^  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H,  R,  426^ki^^he  first  sup- 
plenentaX  approT^>>i^ion  hill,  19 4S  (pp»  10539'"V9f  106o4-52iii*''^^is  hill  vdLll 
now  he  sent  to  the  »?je s ide nt 4  The  conferees  agreed  to ^^^,000  for  the  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Punglcide,  and  RN^nticlde  Act,  $17,500  for  t 
item,  $600,000,000  for  goNSi^nnent  and  relief  in  t^ji^ occupied  areas, 
vision  e3?pressing  congressichaal  opinion  that  e;j^nditu.rep  for  food-  stuffs 
should  he  for  those  items  \iiiicrS,^n  he  imrcjji^ed  with  benefit  to  the  national 
economy,  and  $210,000  for.  Sugar  R^i^nlna»^A^inl  strati  on* '  ‘ 

Passed  with  amendments  H,  R,  .435il^the  second  supplemental  ampropirjatlon 
hill,  and  hoth  Houses  agreed  to  thj^^'^ir^ence  report  Cpp*  10466-1,  io4SO-6, 


•5Q. 


52. 


J  animad-hushandry 

a  pro- 


10571,  IO5S7-93,  10630-1).  ThJ^ill  willSpw  he  sent  to  the  President.  The 
Sernte  inserted  $500,000  to ^<mtinae  the  RemOTHut  Service  in  the  ¥ar  Department 
temporarily,  and  the  conf^^ees  agrqed  to  $350»00N^or  this  purpose  Cp.l04S3)*  . 

-  The  Senate  inserted  for  BSiPQ,  insect  invest I^«^t ions,  and  the  conferees 

agreed  to  $5,000  foy^his  item  (p»  104S2)*  The  SenateS^crqased  the  item  for 
the  Comm.ission  Qjir^Organization  of  the.Execut ive  Branch  frSsi  $500,000  to 
$1,000,000,  gjad!the  conferees  agreed  to  $750»00C)  (p.  104Sl)v 

Sens^rf^Cucas,  Ill*,  and  Myers,  Pa*,  discussed  appropriations^  duct  ions 
and  thQ,<^story  of  the  Legislative  Budget,  criticizing  the  mannerN^  effectuat¬ 
ing  .Wlis  provision  (pp,  10504-10,  1051S-19)*.. 

The  ”Daily  DigesV’  includes  a  sta<,tement  showing  the  amounts  in  the'N^irious 
appropriation  hills  in  their  different  -legislative  stages  (p.  r6l6). 


CROP  IHSURMCB*  Bqth  Houses  agreod  to  the  conference  rejTort  on  S*  132^,  to 
‘'v^mit  the  crop- insurance  progran  to  essentially  an  esperimental  hasis  Cn 
1047^9»  IO5SO-1)*  This  hill  will  .now  he  sent  to  the  President*.  .Th^^><!onfcrenc^ 
hill  aiiti^orizes  wheat  insurance  in  56  counties,  corn  and  flax  in^ja^nce  in  50 
counties  e?t84.,  and  tobacco  insurance  in  35  counties;  include^.^^l^G  Senate  pro- ^ 
vision  regardlligsi^econstitution  of  the  hoard  of  directorax(f- PC-IC,  the 
Senate  provision  rbsQ^ding  suits  against  PCIC  and  hyJW^  and 'the  Senate  limita¬ 
tion  on  reinsurance* 


51  •  liAEKETIiTG  AGEEHiEllT S*  Passed"^Hi2£ut  amendja^^  H,  R,  -452,  to  make,  various 
amendments  to  the  Agricultural  Mr^j^tlja^'^Agreement  Act  (pp*  10463’-4)*  This 
hill  vrill  now  he  sent  to  the  Presii^w 


POEESTS*  The  "Daily  DigestJJx*^ates  that.H,  205,  to  authorize  sale  of 

timber  in  the  Tongass  Jtaftional  Porest  in  such  a  w^C>^^  to  facilitate  pulp  pro¬ 
duction  in  Alaska, ^i#«s  passed  (p*  D612);  hox\rever,  the^S^^ressional  Record 
itself  does  not.^show  this  action,  since  it  wont  to  press  chfore  the  Senr.te 
adjourned* 

.Passed  without  anendr^ient  H»  R*  3395»  io  cudd^  certain  lands  to^lJ;;e  Modoc 
Rational  Porest,  Calif*  (p*  10467)*  This  hill  will  nov/  he  sent  to  tl^SPresi- 
deht. 
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HoT^bout  the  Enders 


esti- 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
th^Senator  yield? 

^  BALL.  I  yield. 

^iVWHERRY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  di^nguished  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  if  tfte  Bonny  Dam,  listed  on  page  11, 
an  item  W  $800,000,  comes  under  the 
budget  estifaate? 

Mr.  BALLA,  That  is  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate. 

Mr.  WHERR1?V  How  about  the  Cul¬ 
bertson  Dam,  $390,000? 

Mr.  BALL.  Thlvis  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate. 

Mr.  WHERRY. 

^  Dam,  $700,000? 

Mr.  BALL.  That  is  $30\000  under  the 
budget  estimate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should\ike  to  ask 
about  the  Platte  Basin,  Narrkws  Dam 
$300,000. 

Mr.  BALL.  That  is  the  budgl 
mate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to'^ay 
that  in  the  Interior  Department  Si., 
committee  we  held  hearings  on  the^ 
questions.  This  is  the  particular  area 
in  which  there  has  been  so  much  flood 
darnage.  Not  only  has  there  been  loss 
of  life,  but  there  have  been  great  losses 
^  of  property.  The  estimate  of  the  engi¬ 
neers,  who  testified  after  the  Interior 
Department  appropriations  had  been 
considered,  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
damage  exceeded  by  far  the  amount 
which  was  first  estimated.  Also  an  in¬ 
dependent  agency  in  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
made  estimates.  The  testimony  of  the 
Army  engineers  was  that  flood  damage 
in  the  Republican  River  and  the  Missouri 
River  Valley  Basin  would  total  more  than 
$110,000,000  for  this  year  alone. 

I  should  like  to  say  just  as  forcefully 
and  sincerely  and  honestly  as  I  can  that 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  consid¬ 
ered  these  appropriations.  They  have 
all  been  authorized.  The  Enders  Dam 
has  been  under  construction,  and  the 
only  reason  why  it  comes  up  in  a  sup¬ 
plemental  bill  is  that  we  were  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  have  the  amount  which  was 
necessary  in  the  first  instance.  These 
projects  all  come  within  the  budget.  I 
think  all  of  them  are  still  in  the  budget 
which  has  been  allowed.  So  far  as  these^ 
projects  are  concerned,  they  are  merL* 
torious.  They  come  within  the  bud^, 
and  I  hope  that  at  least  these  presets 
may  not  be  stricken  out  of  the  bill.,*' 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  t^e  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  Georg>a  relates 
only  to  projects  without  the^/foenefit  of 
budget  estimates.  / 

Mr.  WHERRY,  Earlier  .In  the  day  I 
had  a  discussion  with  obtain  Senators 
who,  I  understood,  wer^  objecting  to  any 
supplemental  appropriations.  I  wished 
to  make  the  record  clear  that  so  far  as 
these  four  appropriations  with  reference 
to  the  State  of  l^ebraska  are  concerned, 
they  have  already  been  recognized. 
They  are  authoi’ized;  and  the  only  reason 
there  is  a  supplemental  budget  is  that 
the  engineers  and  those  in  authority 
felt  that  additional  amounts  were  neces¬ 
sary  at  i^his  time. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  if  the  Bixby 
Dam,  for  which  the  House  allocated 
$500,000,  is  within  the  budget. 

Mr.  BALL.  There  is  no  budget  esti¬ 


/ 


mate  at  all  for  that  project. 


Mr.  GURNEY.  How  about  the  next 
one,  the  Keyhole  Dam,  in  Wyoming? 

Mr.  BALL.  There  is  no  budget  esti¬ 
mate  for  that. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  How  about  the  Shade- 
hill  Dam? 

Mr.  BALL.  There  is  no  budget  esti¬ 
mate  for  that.  There  is  none  for  the 
Cannonball. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ives 
in  the  chair) .  Let  the  Chair  observe  that 
if  the  Senate  is  to  act  on  these  amend¬ 
ments,  they  will  have  to  be  sent  to  the 
desk. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  amendments  can  be  offered  in  the 
form  of  a  motion. 

I  move  to  strike  out  line  2  on  page  11, 
line  3  on  page  11,  line  6  on  page  11,  and 
line  7  on  page  11,  in  order  that  the  con¬ 
ferees  may  have  an  opportunity  to  ex¬ 
amine  these  projects,  which  are  brought 
forward  on  the  last  day  in  the  session, 
and  which  do  not  have  the  benefit  of  any 
budget  estimate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  believes  that  the  Senate  under- 
^ands  the  motion. 

’.r.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  may  tl 
m(5^n  be  stated  for  the  informatioprof 
the\lenate? 

ThX  presiding  officer./  The 
motionNvill  be  stated. 

The  I^iSLATivE  Clerk.  O^page  11, 
it  is  propo^d  to  strike  out  l)nes  2,  3,  6, 
and  7. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
any  desire  to  ™ye  the  /ems  considered 
separately?  w\hout/  Objection,  the 
items  will  be  consta^d  en  bloc. 

The  question  is/^  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senrat^from  Georgia  to 
strike  out,  on  pa^  11,  Itaes  2,  3,  6,  and  7. 

The  motion  jfsiS  agre^to. 

The  PRESrfoiNG  OpfcCER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  tSe  committee 
amendmeoi,  on  page  11,  line 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  PresidHpt,  what 
is  the yomendment? 

Th^  PRESIDING  0FFICE;R.\  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

e  Legislative  Clerk.  On  pageVl, 
the  beginning  of  line  4,  it  is  propose 
yto  strike  out  “Heart  Butte  Dam”,  anc 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Heart  River  proj¬ 
ect,  Heart  Butte  and  Dickinson  Dams.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed, 
on  page  8,  after  line  2,  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

District  of  Columbia 

REGULATORY  AGENCIES 

Office  of  Recorder  of  Deeds:  For  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  for  the  “Office  of  Recorder  of 
Deeds,”  $12,000,  to  be  available  for  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  Auto  Lien  Division. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago  when  I  inquired  about  the  dams 
in  the  Missouri  River  Basin  I  desired 
certain  information  with  regard  to  them 
and  i  did  not  understand  that  Senators 
had  stated  on  the  floor  that  they  were 


familiar  with  the  projects.  I  was  cor 
fused  as  to  them.  The  Senator  iva 
South  Dakota  made  a  motion,  and  Lwas 
confused  about  the  projects.  He  arises 
me  that  the  motion  resulted  in  aa/tion  on 
the  dam  about  which  he  ha^^ade  a 
statement.  In  view  of  all  th^onfusion 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate yu  the  time, 
I  wish  now  to  make  a  mo/on  to  recon¬ 
sider.  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFBfCER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  n^es  to  reconsider 
the  action  previous/ taken  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

The  motion  w/ agreed  to. 

The  PRESII^G  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  fuEjmer  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  while  we 
are  consic^ing  the  Interior  Department 
items  in^ne  bill  I  should  like  to  make  a 
statem^it  which  I  think  should  relieve 
the  i^ds  of  some  of  my  constituents  in 
Yuma,  Ariz. 

fr.  President,  in  connection  with  the 
iendment  included  in  the  Interior  De¬ 
partment  appropriation  bill  transferring 
the  Yuma  air  base  property,  buildings, 
equipment,  material,  and  acquired  lands 
to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  it  is  my 
understanding  that  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  will  work  out  with  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration,  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  War  Assets  Administra¬ 
tion,  any  necessary  details  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  hangars,  runways,  and  im¬ 
mediate  related  facilities  for  an  approved 
airport  for  the  city  of  Yuma.  Arrange¬ 
ments  to  this  effect  were  under  consid¬ 
eration  when  this  amendment  was 
adopted  and  everything  should  be  done 
to  make  available  to  the  people  of  Yuma 
and  other  agencies  the  constructed  air¬ 
port  facilities  at  the  air  base.  The  city 
of  Yuma  and  other  agencies  will,  of 
course,  be  expected  to  cooperate  with 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  these  facilities 
so  that  the  activities  on  the  Gila  project 
can  be  carried  on  effectively  and  eco¬ 
nomically. 

At  the  hearings  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations  it  was  ex¬ 
plained  that  the  transfer  of  the  Yuma  air 
base  would  be  handled  along  the  same 
Jines  as  were  the  transfers  of  the  War 
^location  Authority  camps  in  the  1947 
Ii^rior  Department  appropriation  bill. 
Th^mendment  to  the  1947  bill  provided 
thatNtoe  War  Assets  Administration  is 
authonted  and  directed  to  transfer  to 
the  Burtau  of  Reclamation  funds  re¬ 
quired  fo^maintenance  and  protection 
of  the  tran^rred  property  pending  its 
final  disposing.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  a  similar  \rrangement  will  be  made 
for  handling  ti^Yuma  air  base  as  is 
being  carried  out^  connection  with  the 
War  Relocation  AiHhority  camps.  The 
funds,  required  for  tdjs  purpose  are  lim¬ 
ited  and  would  have  ck^be  expended  by 
the  War  Assets  AdminiBtration  if  the 
property  were  not  turn^  over  to  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

It  is  also  my  understandifle  that  the 
regulations  promulgated  by  tM  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  for  the  dislipsal  of 
lands,  improvements,  buildings, 
ings,  and  equipment  to  veteran  seHlers 
and  nonprofit  organizations,  including 
municipalities,  school  districts,  and  so 
forth,  in  connection  with  the  war  relo-\ 
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cation  centeis  are  to  be  used  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  in  connection  with 
the-  Yuma  Air  Base  in  the  most  simpli¬ 
fied  form  possible.  The  airport  facili¬ 
ties,  of.  course,  may  be  leased  to  the  city 
of  Yuma  or  any  other  qualified  agency. 

This  sta^tement  is  made  at  this  time  in 
ordep  that  Xll  concerned  may  understand 
that  the  aniendment  was  intended  pri¬ 
marily  for  th^.  benefit  of  veterans'  in  the 
settlement,  operation,  and  construction 
activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
for  the  general  activities  of  the  Bureau, 
and  for  the  communities  it  serves,  in  the 
order  named,  includb;ig  especially  the 
city  of  Yuma,  for  airport  and  other  pub¬ 
lic  purposes.  The  Secretary  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  may,  in  his  discretioh,  delegate  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  arty  of 
the  authority  vested  in  him  in\a)nnection 
with  the  handling  of  the  air-b^e  trans¬ 
actions.  \ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  a  question.  I  have  been  catled 
out  of  the  Chamber  several  times  while 
the  bill  has  been  imder  consideration.  I  \ 
spoke  to  the  Senator  yesterday  about  this 
matter.  Under  the  Taft-Hartley  Labor 
Act  all  labor  unions  are  required  to  reg¬ 
ister  with  the  Department  of  Labor  be¬ 
fore  a  certain  date,  I  think,  in  September. 
That  is  quite  a  task.  I  am  advised  by  the 
Department  of  Labor  that  they  have  no 
force  at  this  time  to  be  assigned  to  the 
task,  and  they  have  no  appropriation 
which  would  enable  them  to  employ  an 
additional  force  to  do  the  work.  Is  there 
anything  in  the  bill  which  takes  care  of 
that  situation?  Furthermore,  unless  the 
registration  takes  place  there  is  no  way 
by  which  the  law  itself  can  become  effec¬ 
tive,  because  it  is  a  prerequisite  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Department  as  to  labor 
unions  throughout  the  country  and  to 
other  functions  with  respect  to  further 
preparation  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
act  itself. 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  President,  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  subcommittee  I  was  very  much 
aware  of  the  Department’s  obligations 
under  the  act,  and  if  the  Senator  will 
examine  page  12  of  the  bill  he  will  find 
a  committee  amendment  covering  that 
subject.  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the;^ 
be  no  further  amendments  to  be  offered, 
the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of 
the  amendments  and  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  insist  upon  ^s  amendments, 
ask  for  a  conference  ^ith  the  House  of 
Representatives  thepeon,  and  that  the 
conferees  on  the  p«(rt  of  the  Senate  be 
appointed  by  the  Chair. 

The  motion  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  OfHc/t  appointed  Mr.  Ball,  Mr. 
Brooks,  Mr.  PergUson,  Mr.  Cordon,  Mr. 
McKellar,  Mr.  Hayden,  and  Mr.  Tydings 
conferee^n  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
SSSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  ^ssage  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Farrell,  its  enrolling 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow¬ 
ing  bills  of  the  Senate; 


S.  885.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian-built  dredge  Ajax  and  certain  other 
dredging  equipment  owned  by  a  United 
States  corporation  be  documented  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States; 

S.  1661.  An  act  to  provide  additional  in¬ 
ducements  to  physicians,  surgeons,  and  den¬ 
tists  to  make  a  career  of  the  United  States 
military,  naval,  and  Public  Health  services, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  1720.  An  act  to  amend  the  National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R.  479.  An  act  relating  to  the  income- 
tax  liability  of  members  of  the  armed  forces 
dying  in  the  service;  and 

H.  R.  3173.  An  act  relative  to  restrictions 
applicable  to  Indians  of  the  Five  ClvUized 
Tribes  of  Oklahoma,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the 
following  bills  of  the  House; 

H.  R.  2181.  An  act  relating  to  institutional 
on-farm  training  for  veterans:  and 
\  H.  R.  3690.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Ijart  Claims  Act. 

TJie  message  also  announced  tha^he 
Hoiise  had  severally  agreed  to  the  iworts 
of  the  .  committees  of  conference/fin  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  H<l!uses  on 
the  amendments  of  the  Senjae  to  the 
following  bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R  2173.  An  act  to  amend  section  7  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act  aytking  appropria¬ 
tions  to  provide  for  the  e^enses  of  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  D^trlct  di  Columbia  for  the  , 
fiscal  year  ending  yune  30.  1903,  and  for  f 
other  purposes,”  ap^oved  July  1,  1902,  as  : 
amended: 

>H.  R.  2659.  An  act  to  ^tablish  a  program 
for  the  rehabilitation  of  ^cohollcs,  promote  | 
temperance,  and  provide  for  the  medical  and  j 
scientific  treatment  of  persons  found  to  be  ; 
alcoholics  by  the  courts  of  District  of  ' 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purpos^  and 

H.  R.  3045.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com-  ' 
mlssioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  ; 
prescribe  the  -processes  and  procedures  for  j 
recording  Instruments  of  writing  in  the  Oflice  ; 
of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds  of  the  District  of  ' 
C/)lumbla,  and  for  other  purposes. 

/  The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  [ 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  j 
(H.  R.  4269)  making  supplemental  ap-  j 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes; 
that  the  House  receded  from  its  disagree-  ’ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  40,  41,  and  42  to  the  bill,  and 
concurred  therein;  that  the  House  re¬ 
ceded  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  17, ; 
58,  and  64  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  \ 
therein,  severally  with  an  amendment, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  j 
the  Senate,  and  that  the  House  insisted  j 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  43  to  the  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  * 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  con¬ 
current  resolutions  of  the  Senate:  ; 

S.  Con.  Res.  19.  Concurrent  resolution  es¬ 
tablishing  a  Joint  committee  to  investigate  I 
high  prices  of  consumer  goods:  and  <7 

S.  Con.  Res.  31.  Concurrent  resolution  re¬ 
lating  to  surplus  buildings  and  lands  for 
community  purposes. 


The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  disagreed  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  to  the  concurrent 
resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  104)  to  establish 
a  joint  congressional  committee  to  be 
known  as  the  Joint  Committee  on  Hous¬ 
ing.  / 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  (H.  Con.  Res.  107)  authorizing 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to 
have  printed  for  its  u^ additional  copies 
of  the  digest  of  testiijrcny,  index  to  hear-  • 
ings,  and  each  paryof  the  hearings  held 
during  the  curreiir  session  relative  to  tax 
revision,  1947-48^  in  which  it  requested 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate.  ^ 

INVESTIGATION  OF  THE  IMMIGRATION 
SYSTEM 

Mr.  T^T.  Mr.  President,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  agreement  made  yesterday, 

I  askyUnanimous  consent  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  Jjusiness  be  laid  aside  and  that  the 
S^ate  return  to  Calendar  595,  Senate 
Resolution  137. 

'  There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  (S. 
Res.  137)  to  make  an  investigation  of  the 
immigration  system. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  For  what  pur¬ 
pose? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  ask  the  Senator  to 
yield  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  a  con¬ 
ference  report  on  the  appropriation  bill 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

. .  Mr.  RKVEEjnOMR — L.iueld — - - 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRI¬ 
ATIONS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  BROOKS  submitted  the  following 
report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3601)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  alter  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  17,  18  and  19. 

That  the  House  recede  from  it  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  42:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  42,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

“For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  SoU  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  590g-590q),  and  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and 
383  and  the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) , 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the 
preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including 
such  displays  at  State,  Interstate,  and  inter¬ 
national  fairs  within  the  United  States; 
$228,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  1947  pro- 


^^47  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  10487 


grams  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1946,  to  December  31,  1947,  inclusive:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the 
total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be 
available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 
for  carrying  out  sfich  programs,  including  the 
peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost 
of  aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to  be 
charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more 
than  $7,080,813  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  account,  "Administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  section  392,  Agrlcultura^l  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That  pay¬ 
ments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made 
upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which 
certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out 
the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and 
has  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as 
conditions  for  such  payments  and  that  the 
statements  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true, 
to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  under 
the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as 
amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further. 
That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
or  made  available  for  the  functions  assigned 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069, 
of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional  informa¬ 
tion  employees  or  any  State  or  county  in¬ 
formation  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supply¬ 
ing  of  information  to  individual  farmers: 
Provided  further.  That  such  amount  shall  be 
available  for  salaries  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formu¬ 
lation  and  administration  of  the  1948  pro¬ 
grams  (amounting  to  $150,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis 
of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for 
payments  and  grants  among  the  several 
States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation 
needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  the  proportion  allocated 
to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than 
15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution 
and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  -niore 
than  $500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil- 
and  water-conservation  practices,  under  the 
Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and 
programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  payments 
or  grants  under  such  program  shall  be  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with 
respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are 
to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming 
practices  which  will  encourage  and  provide 
for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-con¬ 
serving  practices  in  the  most  practical  and 
effective  manner  and  adapted  to  conditions 
in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under 
this  item:  Provided  further,  That  such 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase 
of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other 
farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  serv¬ 
ices,  and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricul¬ 
tural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out 
farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary 
under  programs  provided  for  herein:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who 
complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs, 
formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  in¬ 
clusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domes¬ 
tic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Sec¬ 
retary  determines  that,  because  of  induction 


into  the  armed  forces  of  the  tinlted  States, 
such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented 
from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriation  for  such  program  was 
available  for  obligation,  such  payments  to  be 
made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  "Conservation  and  use  of  agri¬ 
cultural  land  resources”,  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  an  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any 
such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to  pay¬ 
ment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  in¬ 
competency  of  the  farnjer  under  regulations 
issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385) )  within  one  year 
from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1947,  which¬ 
ever  is  later:  And  provided  further.  That  no 
part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  De¬ 
partment  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted 
of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  pre¬ 
vent  pernicious  political  activities”,  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been 
found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18 
U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or  attempted 
to  violate  such  section  which  prohibits  the 
use  of  Federal  aprpopriations  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses 
designed  to  Infiuence  in  any  manner  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legisla¬ 
tion  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except 
upon  request  of  any  Member  or  through  the 
proper  official  chani?6ls.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  50,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$15,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  43  and  59. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Harlan  J.  Bushfield, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Millard  E.  Tydings, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Everett  M.  Dirksen, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  propound  a  question  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  with  reference  to 
an  item  in  the  agricultural  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  I  am  not  certain  that  the  item 
is  at  this  time  in  controversy - 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  understand  that 
I  have  the  floor,  having  yielded  tempo¬ 
rarily  for  the  presentation  of  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
is  correct.  The  floor  will  be  restored  to 
the  Senator  as  soon  as  this  matter  is  dis¬ 
posed  of. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  to 
clarify  this  matter,  let  me  say  I  have  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  item  in  the  agricultural  bill 
having  to  do  with  meat  inspection.  Will 
the  Senator  please  tell  us  whether  that 
item  was  in  dispute  in  the  conference? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  For  the  information 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  let  me  say 
there  were  four  items  in  controversy. 
One  was  the  meat-ispection  item,  one 
was  the  conservation-and-use  item,  one 
was  the  school-lunch-program  item,  and 
the  fourth  was  tenant  loans  under  the 
FHA.  They  were  disposed  of  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  manner : 

As  to  tenant  loans,  the  House  voted 
a  reduction  of  $35,000,000.  The  Senate 
restored  $20,000,000.  I^e  conference  has 
decided  on  $15,000,000. 

As  to  the  school-lunch  program,  the 
House  voted  $45,000,000  and  eliminated 
the  provision  for  matching  funds  derived 
from  payments  by  the  school  children. 
In  the  conference  the  match  provision 
was  restored,  and  the  appropriation  was 
fixed  at  $65,000,000.  As  the  conservation 
and  use  item,  $30,000,000  was  restored  of 
the  amount  the  House  had  voted  to  elim¬ 
inate. 

As  to  meat  inspection,  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  state  that,  reluctantly, 
we  receded  on  the  amendment  on  meat 
inspection,  because  the  House  was  ada¬ 
mant.  The  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
House  were  unanimous,  except  for  one 
Member.  In  the  House,  two  votes  were 
taken  on  this  matter,  and  they  were  the 
largest  of  any  votes  taken  in  the  House 
on  amendments  and  other  matters  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  House.  So,  Mr.  President, 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  a  bill  for  the  Agricultural  De¬ 
partment,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  re¬ 
luctantly  receded. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
realize  that  at  this  late  hour  in  the  ses¬ 
sion  it  is  not  practicable  to  send  this  re¬ 
port  back  to  a  further  conference.  But 
in  my  opinion  a  great  disservice  has  been 
rendered  the  people  of  the  United  States 
by  taking  out  the  item  providing  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  public  charge  of  the 
meat  consumed  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Today  we  are  spending 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  year  after 
year  for  public  health.  There  cannot  be 
anything  more  important  than  to  see  to 
it  that  the  meat  consumed  by  the  people 
of  our  Nation  is  properly  inspected  by 
disinterested  inspectors. 

The  result  of  taking  the  action  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  conferees  will  be,  in  my 
judgment,  that  all  the  small  independent 
packers  will  go  out  of  business,  because 
the  large  packers  will  be  able  to  have  pri¬ 
vate  inspection  and  will  charge  the  cost 
of  the  inspection  as  part  of  the  price  of 
the  commodities  they  sell.  However,  the 
small  packers  will  not  be  able  to  compete, 
because  they  will  not  be  able  to  pay  for 
the  private  inspection.  The  result  will 
be  to  close  down  the  small  packers  and 
the  independent  packers  everywhere. 

However,  that  is  not  the  worst  feature 
of  the  situation.  The  worst  feature  is 
that  governmental  inspection  of  the  food 
the  people  of  this  country  use  will  be 
ended.  Especially  in  view  of  the  ^ct  that 
the  people  are  paying  such  high  prices  for 
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meat  at  the  present  time,  certainly  the 
inspection  provision  should  be  retained 
in  this  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  and  Mr.  ELLENDER 
addressed  the  Chair. _ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield;  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  shall  yield  in  a  mo¬ 
ment,  but  first  I  must  not  let  the  state¬ 
ment  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  made 
stand  without  an  explanation  of  my  po¬ 
sition  in  reference  to  the  observations 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  made. 

In  the  first  place,  the  meat  inspection 
will  continue  exactly  as  it  has  been  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  past.  The  inspectors  will 
be  Federal  inspectors;  they  will  be  un¬ 
der  civil  service.  We  have  not  changed 
the  law.  I  did  not  agree  to  this  provi¬ 
sion  originally;  but,  as  I  stated  before, 
I  say  again  that  I  yielded  on  this  point, 
for  the  purpose  of  having  the  bill  en¬ 
acted,  and  because  of  the  importance  of 
the  other  programs  provided  by  the  bill, 
such  as  the  school-lunch  program,  the 
conservation  and  use  program,  and  the 
tenant  loan  program,  as  to  which — and 
they  constitute  a  majority  of  the  items 
in  dispute — the  will  of  the  Senate  has 
prevailed.  The  other  conferees  will  state 
that  I  did  object,  but  finally  I  yielded 
reluctantly  on  this  point. 

But  so  far  as  the  inspection  of  meat  is 
concerned,  it  will  go  on  just  the  same  as 
always,  except  in  the  case  of  a  packer 
who  does  not  wish  to  engage  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  with  his  meat.  Anyone 
who  wishes  to  engage  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  with  meat  must  have  it  federally 
inspected.  For  all  of  the  total  number 
of  pounds  of  meat  slaughtered  in  the 
packing  houses  in  the  United  States,  and 
the  $11,600,000  which  it  has  cost  the 
Government,  the  cost  for  meat  inspec¬ 
tion  amounts  to  less  than  one-tenth  of 
1  cent  a  pound. 

Even  though  I  did  not  want  to  yield 
on  this  point,  I  believe  that  the  packers 
themselves  will  more  adequately  empha¬ 
size,  in  advertisements  and  otherwise, 
the  importance  of  having  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stamp  on  their  meat,  and  as  a  re¬ 
sult  the  people  will  want  the  inspection 
made,  and  that  will  force  the  packers  to 
have  their  meat  inspected  universally. 
Thirty  percent  of  the  meat  is  not  in¬ 
spected  at  the  present  time,  under  the 
present  Federal  inspection  program, 
even  though  this  law  has  been  in  exist¬ 
ence  for  40  years. 

I  was  reluctant  to  yield  on  this  point; 
but  I  say  that  anyone  who  wishes  to  en¬ 
gage  in  interstate  commerce  with  meat 
must  have  it  inspected.  It  will  not  be 
privately  inspected. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  would 
not  take  a  position  on  this  matter.  The 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  ques¬ 
tioned  the  representatives  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  at  length,  trying  to 
get  from  the  Department  an  answer  to 
the  question,  “How  do  you  feel  about  this 
matter?”  The  only  answer  I  got  was 
that  the  meat  inspection  would  continue. 
They  would  not  even  express  their  view 
as  to  whether  this  provision  would  di¬ 
minish  the  amount  of  inspection. 

So  the  Department  has  not  expressed 
Its  view  as  to  whether  this  provision  is 


good  or  bad.  The  representatives  of 
'  the  Department  simply  ,  say  that  this 
does  not  change  the  law  or  change  the 
status  of  the  inspectors  or  change  any¬ 
thing,  except  that  the  packers  will  pay 
the  inspection  fees  to  the  Government. 
The  inspectors  will  still  be  Government 
inspectors,  and  still  will  have  Govern¬ 
ment  status  and  civil-service  status  and 
rights. 

I  think  the  packers  brought  this  on 
themselves.  The  proposal  did  not  come 
from  me  or  from  any  other  Member  of 
the  Senate,  but  the  House  was  adamant. 
All  but  one  of  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  House  stood  fast  in  their  position 
that  they  wanted  this  inspection  charge 
transferred  to  the  packers.  One  of  the 
reasons  they  assigned  was  that  during 
the  war,  when  the  packers  asked  the 
civil-service  inspectors  provided  by  the 
Government  to  work  overtime,  the  pack¬ 
ers  paid  the  overtime  charges.  So  the 
packers  are  already  paying  a  part  of  the 
salaries  of  the  Federal  inspectors,  in  the 
form  of  fees  paid  to  the  Government. 
This  provision  merely  makes  them  pay 
all  the  salaries  of  the  inspectors. 

I  say  again  that  it  means,  in  the  over¬ 
all  program,  less  than  one-tenth  of  one 
cent  a  pound.  When  people  say  that 
the  cost  of  the  inspection  will  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  consumers  or  to  the  pro¬ 
ducers,  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  under¬ 
stand  how  it  will  be  possible  to  transfer 
a  cost  of  one-tenth  of  one  cent  a  pound 
or  how  it  will  make  a  difference  in 
maintaining  the  meat  inspection  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
what  the  able  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
said  is  true,  but  let  me  state  what  the 
result  will  be.  As  he  has  said,  the  small 
packers  cannot  ship  their  meat  across 
State  lines  unless  the  meat  and  the 
meat  products  are  federally  inspected. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  we  agree 
upon.  So  the  small  packer  must  pay 
that  additional  item,  in  that  he  must 
pay  for  the  Federal  inspection.  Other¬ 
wise  he  is  confined  to  his  State  line. 
This  one-tenth  of  1  percent  in  the  over¬ 
all  charge,  or  one-fiftieth  of  1  percent, 
about  which  the  Senator  speaks,  is 
scarcely  felt  by  the  big  packer,  because 
he  is  handling  millions  of  pounds  of 
meat,  and  it  amount  to  but  little.  But 
with  the  little  packer,  who  is  handling 
a  limited  poundage  of  meat,  it  amounts 
to  much,  and  much  more  than  one- 
tenth  of  1  percent. 

In  my  judgment,  the  result  is  going 
to  be  that  the  little  packer  will  not  be 
able  to  stamp  his  meat  “Federally  in¬ 
spected,”  because  he  will  not  be  able  to 
pay  the  charge  of  the  civil-service  in¬ 
spector  who  will  have  to  be  in  his 
packing  house.  Therefore  the  big  packer 
may  come  along  and  say,  “We  have  fed¬ 
erally-inspected  meat,”  and  no  one  else 
can  compete  with  him  because  the  pub¬ 
lic  wants  federally  inspected  meat. 

I  make  the  prediction  that  the  result 
will  be  that  hundreds  of  the  small  pack¬ 
ers  of  the  country,  who  have  limited 
territory,  are  going  out  of  business,  to 
the  great  augmentation  of  the  business 
of  the  big  packers. 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  the  Senator  to  say  that  the 
school-lunch  appropriation  had  been  re¬ 
duced  to  $65,000,000? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDEfl.  Will  that  amount 
be  spent  in  strict  accord  with  the  law  as 
it  now  stands,  or  has  the  committee  sur¬ 
rounded  the  appropriation  with  limita¬ 
tions? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  law  provides  that 
$10,000,000  of  whatever  is  appropriated 
must  be  spent  for  nonfood  assistance, 
namely,  equipment.  We  removed  that 
restriction,  so  that  it  might  be  spent  for 
food  for  the  school  lunches. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  So  that  this  restric¬ 
tion  will  apply  solely  to  the  present  ap¬ 
propriation,  and  will  have  no  effect  on 
the  organic  law? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
r6ct 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yiel4. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  merely  wish  to  bear 
witness  to  the  sincere  effort  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  to  maintain  the 
provision  in  the  meat-inspection  appro¬ 
priation.  The  amendment  was  voted 
into  the  bill  in  the  first  instance  in  the 
other  body,  and  when  the  bill  came  to  the 
Senate  it  was  stricken  out  after  hearings 
by  the  Senate  committee.  The  bill  went 
back  to  the  House  in  disagreement,  and 
the  House  took  a  second  vote  upon  the 
matter.  At  that  time  effort  was  made 
for  a  yea-and-nay  vote  in  the  other  body, 
but  the  Senate  amendment  did  not  have 
sufficient  strength  in  the  House  even  to 
get  a  call  of  the  yeas  and  nays.  Even 
those  who  were  in  favor  of  the  Senate 
position  agreed  that  the  decision  of  the 
House  would  be  the  same  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  went  back  for  another  vote. 
Therefore  it  would  have  been  futile  for 
the  Senate  to  attempt  to  maintain  its 
position  longer  on  that  particular  item. 

On  the  whole  I  think  we  got  a  very 
good  bill.  There  are  provisions  which 
were  not  very  satisfactory  to  me,  but  we 
provided  funds  to  enable  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  carry  on  next  year  the  most  im¬ 
portant  farm  programs. 

The  Senate  will  observe  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees  receded  on  the  last  House 
amendment,  which  allowed  a  total  of 
$265,000,000  for  soil-conservation  pay¬ 
ments.  It  was  stated  in  the  conference 
by  those  who  have  great  familiarity  with 
the  program  that  in  view  of  the  pulling 
down  of  the  program  which  was  brought 
about  by  the  action  of  the  House  in  re¬ 
ducing  the  appropriation  $165,000,000  in 
the  first  instance,  that  $265,000,000  would 
pay  the  farmers  all  to  which  they  would 
have  been  entitled  for  soil  conservation. 
It  does  not  pay  them  in  full.  There  will 
be  a  small  balance,  which  we  can  seek  to 
have  appropriated  in  a  deficiency  bill 
next  year. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  received  communica¬ 
tions  from  Oklahoma  stating  that  some 
of  the  county  offices  would  have  to  be 
closed  if  funds  were  not  provided.  Is 
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there  sufficient  money  provided  in  the 
bill  to  keep  the  soil-conservation  offices 
open? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  may  be  that  in  some 
counties  there  are  not  extensive  farm 
programs,  and  it  will  be  necessary  to 
consolidate,  but  it  will  be  possible,  with 
the  funds  for  administration,  at  least  to 
maintain  a  skeleton  staff  in  all  the  offices. 

The  reduction  in  the  administrative 
item^ds  severe,  there  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion.  The  budget  estimates  were  around 
$36,000,000  for  all  purposes,  including  the- 
quota  programs  on  tobacco  and  peanuts. 
The  House  figure  was  originally  $15,000,- 
000,  and  the  conference  figure  was 
$22,500,000. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  What 
was  the  original  budget  estimate  for  soil- 
conservation  practices? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  original  budget 
estimate  provided,  roughly,  for  $300,000,- 
000  for  soil  conservation  and  administra¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  How 
much  is  carried  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Two  hundred  and 
sixty-five  million  dollars. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  the  conference 
report  will  be  agreed  to.  It  is  as  good  a 
bill  as  we  could  get.  It  was  the  result 
of  long  and  tedious  effort. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  school-lunch 
program.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
tMr.  Ellender]  propounded  a  question 
which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  answered, ' 
but  I  should  like  to  make  doubly  sure 
about  the  provision  of  $10,000,000  for  ; 
nonfood  assistance,  which  is  to  be  found  ; 
in  the  General  Law,  section  5,  I  think  it  j 
Is,  which  provides  that  of  any  sum  ap-  j 
propriated,  $10,000,000  is  to  be  used  for  ! 
nonfood  assistance.  In  the  opinion  of  the  ! 
Senator  from  Georgia,  is  that  sufficiently 
negatived  by  the  specific  language  in  the 
conference  report? 

Mr.  ftUSSELL.  There  is  no  question 
In  my  mind,  and  it  was  made  perfectly 
clear  by  the  report,  that  the  $65,000,000 
will  lae  used  for  getting  food.  There  is  a 
very  obvious  reason  for  that.  If  it  was 
necessary  to  cut  somewhere,  it  would 
have  been  folly  to  cut  down  on  food,  and 
have  a  program  for  $10,000,000  that  would 
have  been  spread  so  thin  over  the  United 
States.  The  most  important  part  of  the 
program  is  the  getting  of  food  for  the 
school" children.  As  much  as  the  Senate 
conferees  regretted  to  be  compelled  to 
surrender  the  $10,000,000  for  nonfood 
purposes,  we  had  to  reach  an  agreement 
at  some  time,  and  we  were  compelled  to 
make  this  agreement.  There  can  be  no 
question  however  that  under  the  language 
of  the  bill,  it  takes  the  funds  from  section 
32  funds  rather  than  a  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  from  the  Treasury.  The  entire  $65,- 
000,000  that  will  be  carried  when  the 
bill  is  signed  by  the  President  will  go  for 
food  for  the  school-lunch  program. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  general  law? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  general  law,  which  are 
negatived  by  the  language  which  is  car¬ 
ried  legislatively  to  divert  the  funds  from 
section  32  sources. 


Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
the  amendments  that  were  in  question 
have  been  adequately  explained. 

I  now  move  that  "the  Senate  agree  to 
the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
House  bill  3601,  which  was  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

In  the  House  of  Representatives, 

July  24,  1947. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
cHsagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  43  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3601) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  con¬ 
cur  therein. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  59  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows;  Strike  out 
“$75,000,000”  where  it  occurs  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  and  insert  “$65,000,000”;  and  at  the 
end  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  strike  out  the  period,  insert  a  colon, 
and  the  following;  “Provided,  That  no  part 
of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  non-food 
assistance  under  section  5  of  said  act.” 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  59. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SYSTEM 

The  Senate  resume^l.,the  consideration, 
of  the  resolution  (S.  RSs.  137)  to  make, 
an  investigation  of  tl^  immigratior 
system. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr\  Presid^t, 
just  prior  to  the  call  of  the  c^ndar ^st 
night  we  were  proceeding  with\he  /con¬ 
sideration  of  Senate  resolution  IS^^V  The 
resolution  calls  for  an  investiga^n  of 
the  immigration  system  of  this  jcoiilsRry 
in  its  various  phases.  /  \ 

I  feel  that  in  the  discussicm  of  las\ 
evening  we  rather  thoroughly  laid  the' 
whole  subject  before  the  Senate.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  it  is  understood.  /  The  resolu¬ 
tion  does  not  give  any  Renter  powers 
to  the  Committee  on  the, Judiciary  than 
exist  at  this  time.  It  (does  provide  an 
appropriation  out  of  Se/iate  funds  which 
will  enable  the  Committee  to  set  up  a 
staff  to  deal  with  the. Subject. 

I  have  pointed  oyi't  how  imperative  it 
is  that  this  staff  tfe  created  and  go  to 
work  if  we  are  really  to  ascertain  the 
facts  upon  the  subject  of  immigration 
and  its  various, -phases.  So  it  is  not  my 
intention  toda^  to  speak  at  length,  be¬ 
cause  I  hope^that  we  may  shortly  taring 
the  issue  to  a  vote.  I  realize  that  there 
are  Senators  with  other  subjects  which 
they  desir/  to  bring  up,  and  I  am  going 
to  have  mil  respect  for  their  position. 

Mr.  :^esident,  the  Committee  on  the 
Judici^y  has  closely  followed  this  reso¬ 
lution,'  The  resolution  was  first  reported 
by  tl>e  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  unan¬ 
imously.  Later,  under  our  procedure,  it 
haVing  been  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  that  com¬ 
mittee  reported  it  without  objection,  and 


:  made  the  allocation  of  the  funds  for , 
■carrying  on  the  work.  Several  Sena- 
itors  interested  in  the  subject  and  varior 
^phases  of  it,  have  discussed  with  me  c^- 
tain  amendments  to  effect  the  pur^se 
Ithey  had  in  mind.  Those  amendn^nts 
'were  submitted  to  the* Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  that  committee  has  Euithor- 
ized  me  to  present  them  upon  floor. 
One  of  the  questions  raised  in  com¬ 
mittee  was  the  problem  of  displaced  per¬ 
sons.  A  number  of  Senators^ot  mem- 
i  bers  of  the  Judiciary  CommiMee,  showed 
an  interest  in  this  subject./  I  want  to 
I  make  a  part  of  my  remark/ at  this  fme, 

'  by  reading,  a  resolution  adopted  on  July 
124,  which  appears  in  thq-minutes  of  the 
I  meeting  of  the  Commit^e  on  the  Judici¬ 
ary  of  that  date.  It/reads: 

Resolved,  That  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judicial^  be,  and  he  is  here¬ 
by,  authorized  to  invite  the  chairman  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  and  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Armed  Jjervices  Committee,  each 
to  designate  one  member  of  the  committee 
'  of  which  he  is  chairman,  to  give  to  the  Com- 
.  mittee  on  the  Judiciary  their  advice  on  the 
1  problem  of  displaced  persons. 

Mr.  SMITp.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yi^  for  a  question? 
j  Mr.  RE^RCOMB.  I  yield. 

•  Mr.  SM^H.  Would  the  Senator  mind 
1  reading  , .that  again?  There  was  some 
noise  h4re  and  I  could  not  hear  what 
.  the  amendment  was. 

My  REVERCOMB.  It  is  not  an 
amyidment.  It  is  a  resolution  which 
:  wa/  adopted  by  the  Committee  on  the 
j  Judiciary  when  the  Senator  from  New 
J/rsey  was  appearing  before  that  com- 
ittee,  on  July  24,  and  this  subject  was 
efore  the  committee. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,,  that 
is  the  same  amendment  which  had  been 
proposed  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Michigan  and  placed  on  the  table,  sub¬ 
mitted  in  behalf  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Michigan  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Ball],  except  that  the 
date  was  changed  and  made  10th  of 
January? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  No;  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  now  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
committtee — not  an  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  going  back  to 
he  amendment,  that  amendment  was 
aVmroved  by  all  the  committee  present  at 
thNmeeting  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Juduuary? 

Mr.'EEVERCOMB.  I  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor  is  itew  speaking  of  an  amendment 
which  w^first  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  MicM^n  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
the  Senator Irom  Minnesota  [Mr.  Ball]. 

Mr.  FERGUi^ON.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  REVERCl^MB.  That  amendment 
reads :  \ 

Provided,  howeve^\  That  the  committee 
shall  report  its  fincilAcs  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  in  a  separate  reporVwith  respect  to  dis¬ 
placed  persons  in  EuropeA^n  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  10,  1948. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That\s  correct. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  TH4),t  is  an 
amendment  about  which  tlis  Senator 
consulted  me,  and  which  was  agreeable  to 
me.  It  was  submitted  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  received  its  unanimous 
approval.  ^ 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  will  tlje 
Senator  yield  at  that  point  in  his  remarks 
for  a  clarifying  question? 
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Mr.  REVERCOMB.  In  a  moment.  I 
want  to  say  the  amendment  will  be 
offered  by  me  in  due  course  as  a  part  of 
the  pending  resolution. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  If  the 
Senator  will  yield  at  this  point  for  a  clari¬ 
fying  question  in  relation  to  the  so-called 
Ferguson  amendment,  was  the  report  to 
be  made  to  the  Judiciary  Committee  or 
to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  It  was  to  be  made 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  SMIT^I.  Mr.  President,  is  there  a 
provision  as  to  the  date  on  which  the 
Judiciary  Committee  shall  report  to  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  REVERC^VIB.  No;,  there  is  no 
provision  as  to  when  the  full  committee 
shall  act  on  the  amendment.  ^ 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  somdi,  further 
questions  I  want  to  ask  the  SenaW,  and 
I  assume  he  would  rather  continne  his 
discussion  now,  and  will  advise  me  w^en 
he  is  prepared  for  questions. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  am  prepared 
hear  the  Senator  now. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  a  number  of  ques¬ 
tions  which  I  want  very  much  to  pro¬ 
pound. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  have  the  Senator  ask  the  ques¬ 
tions,  because  I  do  not  intend  to  indulge 
in  a  long  statement  on  the  subject.  We 
discussed  it  at  quite  some  length  last 
evening.  I  think  the  Senate  very  thor¬ 
oughly  understands  what  is  in  the  reso¬ 
lution,  and  I  want  to  proceed  to  a  vote 
as  quickly  as  we  can  so  that  a  decision 
may  be  reached  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  in  entire  accord 
with  the  Senator’s  view.  I  should  like  to 
ask  unanimous  consent,  to  save  time,  to 
insert  in  the  Record  at  the  appropriate 
place  in  connection  with  my  remarks 
certain  editorials  on  this  subject,  whicW 
tend  in  a  very  effective  way  what  the 
issue  of  displaced  persons  is. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  prefer  that  they  not  be  introduced 
at  this  point  in  the  discussion. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  meant  at  the  close  of 
my  remarks  today. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB,  I  shall  ask  that 
they  be  placed  in  the  Record  with  any 
statement  the  able  Senator  has  to  make. 
If  the  Senator  has  a  question  he  want^ 
to  ask  me,  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  it.  / 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
pone  my  request  for  the  insertion  ^ the 
editoriols  in  the  Record,  as  the  Sraator 
requests.  / 

I  may  preface  my  questions/^vith  this 
statement:  As  the  Senator  Jtnows,  the 
only  difference  I  have  had/With  him  in 
the  whole  dicussion  has  .lieen  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  scope  of  t^e  inquiry.  My 
first  preference  in  dealihg  with  the  mat¬ 
ter  was  to  have  it  dealt  with  by  a  con- 
cuiTent  resolution  of  the  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate.  I  realize  that  time  is  past,  and  that 
cannot  be  done.  It  was  in  my  judgment 
the  proper  way  to  deal  with  the  subject 
of  displaced  persons,  because  it  involves 
more  questions  in  my  judgment  than 
simply  immigration. 

My  second  preference,  as  the  Senator 
knows,  would  have  been  an  amendment 
to  his  resolution,  which  would  have  set 
up  a  special  displaced  persons  subcom¬ 
mittee,  consisting,  of  course,  of  the 
judiciary  group,  but  also  consisting  of 


members  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
and  any  other  committees  that  might  be 
concerned  with  the^  problem.  But  I  do 
not  wish,  if  I  can  avoid  it,  to  complicate 
the  matter  by  offering  amendments.  It 
occurred  to  me  that  if  I  could  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  a  few  questions, 
which  will  appear  in  the  Record,  and 
make  plain  what  is  the  scope  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  it  would  probably  cover  the 
situation,  and  we  could  go  ahead  and 
adopt  the  resolution  without  complica¬ 
tions  arising.  So,  if  the  Senator  will 
answer  the  questions  I  have  prepared,  as 
briefly  as  possible,  I  will  appreciate  it. 

Does  the  scope  of  the  investigation 
which  is  contemplated  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

First.  Our  American  foreign  policV 
abroad,  including  our  relations  to  the 
United  Nations  Organization  and  the  co¬ 
operation  with  the  International  Refugee 
Organization  on  the  displaced-persons 
question. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Of  course,  the 
lenator  understands  I  can  only  answer 
ir  myself;  I  shall  not  attempt  to  answer^ 
f(\  the  committee,  or  the  subcommitte 
tha^will  act  under  the  resolutionVif 
adopted.  According  to  my  point  of  view, . 
the  su^omm-ittee  would  act  uponyevery 
subject  \hich  would  be  taken  inOo  con- 
siderationSin  the  formation  of  ^y  stat¬ 
ute  on  thisT^bject.  / 

Mr.  SMITH.  For  the  m^ent,  I  will 
pass  that  quesHpn,  and  wil/ probably  re¬ 
turn  to  it  prese^ly  in  cminection  with 
certain  other  quesHpns.yMy  second  ques¬ 
tion  is.  Whether  u^/Troposed  investi¬ 
gation  would  includX  the  responsibility 
of  the  Army  for  tfie\are  of  displaced 
•  persons  now  in  ^rma^  and  the  time 
within  which  their  settlement  should  be 
accomplished' 

Mr.  REVElfcOMB.  Natur?^iy,  my  an¬ 
swer  woul^lje  the  same.  WeNvould  in¬ 
quire  intyany  question  which  w^uld  af¬ 
fect  leg^ation  dealing  with  the  subject. 
From  .^my  own  point  of  view,  we  ^uld 
certainly  consider  what  had  been  d^e, 
anjif' R'hat  the  Army  knew  about  that  sue 
j@ct  or  any  other  subject  dealing  witl^s 
immigration. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  thank  the  Senator.  My 
next  question  is  this: 

Does  the  Senator — and  his  committee, 

I  assume,  when  I  ask  this  question — rec¬ 
ognize  that  there  are  two  distinct  phases 
to  this  problem  of  the  displaced  persons: 
First,  a  proper  check-up  on  our  immigra- 
tional  laws,  as  the  Senator  has  suggested, 
in  order  to  see  that  undesirable  aliens 
are  kept  out  of  the  United  States;  and, 
second — and  this  is  the  phase  I  want  to 
emphasize;  I  think  it  is  the  important 
one  in  this  emergency  we  are  facing — 
how  we  can  cooperate  with  other  na¬ 
tions  of  the  world,  through  the  United 
Nations,  to  solve  thie  resettlement  prob¬ 
lem  of  displaced  persons  in  the  various 
countries  of  the  world,  and,  in  particu¬ 
lar,  what  percentage  the  United  States 
should  be  willing  to  admit  in  connection 
with  such  settlement  in  proportion  to 
the  percentage  which  other  nations 
would  admit? 

Or  does  the  Senator  simply  take  the 
position  that  we  are  not  committed  by 
implication  or  otherwise  to  admit  any¬ 
one? 


Mr.  REVERCOMB.  We  are  not  com¬ 
mitted  to  bring  in  anyone.  / 

Mr.  SMITH.  It  is  true  we  are  not  co6a- 
mittdd  to  bring  in  anyone,  but - / 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  want  t^  have 
the  situation  made  clear.  We.-hre  not 
committed  to  bring  in  anyone,  l^t  we  are 
dealing  with  a  particular  ^estion.  I 
know  the  viewpoint  held  byine  able  Sen¬ 
ator.  I  am  sure  the  committee  will  be 
glad  to  have  the  viewpomt  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  as  to  what  he  thinjis  should  be*^one, 
and,  on  the  basis  of/what  we  And,  the 
committee  will  reegmmend  w’hat  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  SMITH. /Further  tO  bring  out 
what  I  am  try/g  to  have  brought  out,  I 
ask  this  quesl^n:  Will  the  Senator  agree 
that  the  s(/tion  of  the  problem  of  the 
displacedjlersons  involves  three  aspects: 

First. /oreign  relations. 

Sec/d.  The  administration  of  the  oc¬ 
cupied  areas  where  at  the  present  gme 
we ynave  taken  care  of  those  600,000 
P^le. 

'Third.  The  resettlement  in  other  coun- 
''tries  of  those  people,  including  a  fair 
share  of  them  as  immigrants  into  the 
United  States. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  that  those 
problems  are  involved  in  the  problem  of 
displaced  persons? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Those  will  be 
questions  to  be  considered,  certainly. 
They  will  be  the  questions  that  will  be 
presented.  But  I  do  not  for  one  moment 
wish  to  say  what  shall  be  done  in  an¬ 
swer  to  that. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  not  pretending  to 
say  that  now  either.  I  am  trying  to  find 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Anything  dealing 
with  displaced  persons,  where  they  are 
today,  what  shall  be  done  with  them,  is 
naturally  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry. 
Let  me  say  that  the  Judiciary  Committee 
has  directed  me  to  offer  another  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  resolution,  which  I  am  very 
glad  to  offer.  That  is  on  page  2,  in  the 
first  line,  under  clause  (4)  that  we  shall 
add  the  language:  “and  all  aspects  of 
the  displaced-persons  problem.’* 

In  other  words,  clause  (4)  would  then 
read:  ^ 

vThe  situation  with  respect  to  displaced  per¬ 
se^  in  Europe,  and  all  aspects  of  the  dis- 
plac^d-persons  problem.” 

I  d\not  think  that  language  is  nec¬ 
essary  ,\ut  I  am  very  glad  to  add  it,  be¬ 
cause  if  WP  go  into  any  part  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  imnaigration,  whether  it  be  with 
respect  to  immigrants  who  desire  to  come 
to  this  countW,  of  who-  some  desire  to 
send  here,  of  ^o  some  desire  to  bring 
here,  whether  tnby  be  displaced  persons 
or  not,  we  have  \pt  to  go  into  every 
phase  of  the  subj^  dealing  with  the 
problem. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  deeni^^then,  from  the 
Senator’s  answer  that  tl^  report  which 
he  contemplates  making  \n  the  tenth 
of  January  under  the  Fergi^n  amend¬ 
ment  would  include  an  answeAto  all  the 
questions  I  have  propounded  to  lum  cov¬ 
ering  these  areas,  such  as  the^oreign 
policy  of  the  United  States,  our  foreign 
relations,  the  administration  of  the  oc¬ 
cupied  area,  and  the  question  of  haw 
these  poor  people  are  going  to  be  settled 
somewhere  in  the  world. 
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AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  following 
sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30, 1948,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal 
year,  namely : 

TITLE  I— GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  necessary  expenses,  including  the 
purchase  of  two  (one  at  not  to  exceed  $3,000)  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  travel  expenses,  including  examination  of  estimates  for 
appropriations  in  the  field ;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equip¬ 
ment;  freight,  express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communi¬ 
cation  service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations, 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  ^  not  otherwise  p^vided 
for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  $2,050,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropri¬ 
ations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  id  the  Budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  services  and  expenses,  whim  several 
amounts  or  portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
not  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to  aud  made  a 
part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided^  however^  ^  total 

amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated, 
respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  traM- 
ferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the 
Department  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as 
changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or 
authorizations:  Provided  further,  That,  of  appropriations  herein 
made  which  are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 
may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or 
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tracts  of  land :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appro  ‘ 
priated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the  p^ment  of  any  officer  o : 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  oi; 
behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureai 
thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written  1 
or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects  an(  . 
pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same ' 
Provided  further,  That,  except  to  provide  materials  required  in  oi  ; 
incident  to  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestit  : 
product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Ac  i 
shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  com  j 
modifies  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

PENALTY  MAIL  j 

\ 

For  deposit  in  the  Treasury  for  cost  of  penalty  mail  of  the  Depart  I 
ment,  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944  (39  U.  S.  C.  321d)  ! 
$3,486,000.  ! 

RESEAECH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946  i 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the* 
Act  of  August  14,  1946  (Public  Law  733),  including  in  addition  tc; 
the  objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for  such  Act  of  Augusti 
14,  1946,  and  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended, 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;! 
over-all  administration,  planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under : 
section  10  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary! 
expenses  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Act,  | 
as  follows :  1 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico  for  agricul-l 
tural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9  of  the  Bankhead- ) 
Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946,  $2,500,000,  of  which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allotable  to  i 
Alaska  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation 
“Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without  matching  j 
requirement ;  ' 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pursuant  to  j 
section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $3,000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utilization  of  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof,  pursuant  to  section  i 

10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or  through  j 
cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and  others,  of  a  sound  j 
and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural  ! 
products  pursuant  to  the  “Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  \ 

11  of  the  Act  of  August  14, 1946) .  $2,000,000 ; 

In  all,  $9,000,000:  Provided,  That  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  penalty  mail  as  required  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1944,  may  be 
transferred  to  the  regular  departmental  appi’opriation  therefor: 
Provided  further.  That  for  necessary  printing  and  binding  there 
may  be  transferred  to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and 
binding.  Department  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary: 
Proviaed  further.  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
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bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this 
appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to 
amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other  appro¬ 
priation  itenis  of  the  Department :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shell¬ 
fish  or  any  product  thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable  trans¬ 
portation  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOK 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the  use  of  law  libraries 
by  attorneys  in  the  field  service,  $2,125,000,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the 
schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $136,000  shall  be  transferred  to 
and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation ;  and  there  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  $1,500,000 : 
Provided,  however.  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations 
or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the 
Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may  be 
expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  .the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the 
Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as 
changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or 
authorizations. 


OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publication,  indexing, 
illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  documents,  and  reports,  the 
preparation,  distribution,  and  display  of  agricultural  motion  and 
sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and  the  coordination  of  infoi’mational 
work  in  the  Department,  $575,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from 
other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which 
several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,976  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made 
a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total  appi’opriation  amounts  not 
exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as 
follows:  For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $533,000; 
for  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  $128,400 ;  and  the  preparation, 
distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $67,400:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or 
authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers  to  this 
appropriation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget 
for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom 
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to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for 
pei'sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or 
decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations ;  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and  motion  and  sound  pictures 
relating  to  the  authorized  programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the 
Department  can  be  more  advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  dis¬ 
tributed  by  the  Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the 
Department  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these 
purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation, 
from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  objects  speci¬ 
fied  herein,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia : 
Provided  further,  That  in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or 
exhibits  by  the  Department,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be 
used  for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C. 
574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred  to  as  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  16  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (Public 
Law  600)  :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices 
or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except  that  not 
to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to  maintain  the  San  Francisco  radio 
office. 


PRIISTTING  AND  BINDING 

• 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including  all  of  its 
bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as  otherwise  provided, 
$1,607,000,  including  the  purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  articles  published  in  periodicals  and  journals ;  the  Annual  Report 
of  the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895  (44 
U.  S.  C.  Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March _4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  C.  418), 
and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pursuance  of  the  Act 
approved  March  30,  1906  (44  U.  S.  C.  214,  224),  also  including  not 
to  exceed  $250,000  for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an 
equal  proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent 
out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators,  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall  direct,  but  not 
including  work  done  at  the  field  printing  plants  of  the  Forest  Service 
authorized  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  approved  March  1, 1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not 
to  exceed  $207,000  for  printing  and  binding  two  hundred  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  part  2  of  thp  annual  report  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture),  as  authorized  by 
section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12, 1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the 
appropriation  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 
Resources”  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding 
in  connection  with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
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t  ment  Act  of  1938,  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect  the 
►  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved  June  4,  1946 
l  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and 
■  binding  in  connection  with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from 
funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the 
Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  the 
1  activities  under  section  32:  Provided  further,  That  the  total  amount 
that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority  granted  in  the  preceding 
proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 

'  LIBRAE Y,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference  books, 

i  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals,  and  expenses 
incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not  to  exceed  $1,200  for 
newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary,  for  library 
I  membership  in  societies  or  associations  which  issue  publications  to 
I  tnembers  only  or  at  a  price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who 
are  not  members;  $660,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  be 
j  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

\  BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

^  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,143,400  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  the  salary 
of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000 
for  the  purchase  of  books  of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers, 
as  follows : 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations  and  for 
acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  production,  distribution,  land 
utilization,  and  conservation  in  their  broadest  aspects,  including 
farm  management  and  practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  prod¬ 
ucts,  purchasing  of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life, 
farm  labor,  farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food  products ; 
land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income  in  their  rela¬ 
tion  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for  their  variations  and  trends, 
$2,000,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
or  made  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the 
heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and 
county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling,  abstract¬ 
ing,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  publishing  data  relat¬ 
ing  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  livestock  estimates,  acreage, 
yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton,  stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and 
numbers,  grades,  and  value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on 
farms,  production,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine 
and  rosin  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b), 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as 
provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended  May  12, 
1938.  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957),  $2,375,400:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
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the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  available  for  any  expense 
incident  to  ascertaining,  collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating 
the  intention  of  farmers  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or 
for  estimates  of  apple  production  for  other  than  the  commercial 
crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the  Office  of 
Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling  the  Secretary  to 
coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the  Department  in  connection 
with  foreign  agricultural  work,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $500  tor  newspapers,  $503,000. 

INTERNATIONAL  PRODUCTION  CONTROL 
COMMITTEES 

Not  to  exceed  $12,500  may  be  expended  from  the  appropriations 
“Salaries  and  expenses.  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration’^ 
and  “Sugar  Act”  for  the  share  of  the  United  States  as  a  member  of 
the  International  Wheat  Advisory  Committee,  the  International 
Sugar  Council,  or  like  events  or  bodies  concerned  with  the  reduction 
of  agricultural  surpluses  or  with  other  objectives  of  said  appropri¬ 
ations,  together >^ith  traveling  and  other  necessary  expenses  relating 
thereto. 


EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  for 
cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows : 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts:  Capper- 
Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  343a, 
343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  section  21,  title  II,  of  the 
Act  approved  June  29, 1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act,  section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935, 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6, 1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l) ,  $8,500,000 ; 
additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved  April  24,  1939,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l),  $555,000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved 
February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  38Gc),  extending  the  benefits  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section 
3  of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g),  extending  the  benefits  of 
section  21  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $274,000;  in 
all,  Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,832,950. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work :  For  expenses 
necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act, 
approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341-348) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or 
supplementary  thereto,  and  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the 
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Department  and  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  posses¬ 
sions,  $827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administrator 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of 
I  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Administrator  at  $10,000 
per  annum,  and  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
.  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  serv- 
ices  at  the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  $481,500,  and  there  shall  be 
I  transferred  to  the  Department,  from  Government  surplus  without 
reimbursement  therefor,  certain  parcels  of  real  property,  valued  at 

(approximately  $9,750,  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Agricultural 
Research  Center,  Beltsville,  Maryland,  consisting  of  approximately 
;  eighty-eight  acres  of  land  known  as  the  Paul  Hense  tract  and  approxi- 
‘  mately  forty  acres  of  land  known  as  the  Sampson  tract :  Provided^  That 
:  I  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may  be  reim- 
1  bursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based  on  estimated  or 
1  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges, 

•  i  including  handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals 
j  (including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services, 
b  supplies,  equipment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be 
l!  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction,  alteration, 
and  repair  performed  by  the  Center  in  candying  out  the  purposes  of 
I!  such  applicable  appropriations  and- the  applicable  appropriations  may 
:  also  be  charged  their  proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general 
I  expenses  of  the  Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation :  Provided 
further^  That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
,1  Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  alteration, 
!'  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements :  Provided^  however That 
i  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  constructing  any  one  building 
(excepting  headhouses  connecting  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed 
$5,000,  the  total  amount  for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more 
$2,500  each  shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and 
approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during 
the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
the  building  as  certified  by  the  Research  Administrator,  whichever  is 
j  greater. 

Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of  Agriculture 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b,  427c,  427f) ;  for  administration 
of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research 
work,  including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  print¬ 
ing  the  results  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by  such  agencies  of 
the  Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish,  and  to 
which  he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,203,000,  of  which  amount 
$785,200  shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
research  laboratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions 
provided  for  by  section  4  of  said  Act. 
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Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural  Materials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  hi 
responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strate^c  and  Critics 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  liMG,  in  connection  with  natura 
rubber,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
$349,000;  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Secretary,  from  Gov 
ernment  surplus  without  compensation  therefor,  real  property  consist 
ing  of  approximately  one  hundred  and  seventy -three  acres  knowi 
as  the  Spence  tract,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  acres  of  the  Guidott 
tract,  forty  acres  of  the  Arguelo  tract,  and  twenty-five  acres  of  tin 
Alisal  industrial  site  (all  located  in  the  vicinity  of  Salinas,  Cali¬ 
fornia),  including  improvements  and  laboratory  facilities  and  equip¬ 
ment  thereon,  and  personal  property,  valued  in  all  (procurement  cost) 
at  approximately  $865,000. 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 

To  enable  the  Secretary,  through  such  officers  and  employees  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Territory  of  Alaska  as  he  may 
designate,  to  establish  and  maintain  a  program  for  research  into  the 
basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  . 
$144,940,  including  printing  and  binding,  the  emploj-ment  of  personal  ' 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  construction  or  acquisition 
of  necessary  buildings  and  facilities  without  regard  to  restrictions  of 
existing  law.  In  carrying  out  such  program  the  Secretary  is  authorized 
to  use  such  authorities  as  have  heretofore  been  made  available  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  to  the  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station  of  the  University  of  Alaska,  and  by  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  University  of  Alaska  and  with  other 
public  and  private  agencies.  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall 
be  effective  from  and  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  hereof,  until 
June  30,  1949,  and  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  take  such  steps  and 
to  issue  such  regulations  as  he  may  determine  to  effectuate  the  orderly 
discharge  of  his  responsibilities  hereunder.  There  are  hereby  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Secretary  the  use  of  such  equipment  and  other  facilities, 
buildings,  and  grounds  of  the  Territorial  agricultural  experiment  sta¬ 
tion,  including  its  branches,  as  he  may  determine  to  be  necessary,  other 
than  any  land  in  general  use  heretofore  for  other  university  purposes, 
and  the  Secretary  may  to  the  extent  deemed  advisable  continue  the 
employment  of  the  existing  personnel  of  the  station.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  including  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  there  are  hereby  transferred  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  any 
unexpended  balances  now  available,  and  any  moneys  hereafter  received 
for  credit  thereto,  of  all  funds  heretofore  appropriated  by  the  legis¬ 
lature  or  acquired  under  authority  of  law  for  the  construction,  use,  and 
development  of  the  Territorial  agricultural  experiment  station,  the 
availability  of  such  funds  to  be  unaffected  by  this  transfer.  The 
moneys  so  transferred  shall  be  available  for  the  settlement,  in  such 
manner  as  the  Secretary  shall  direct,  of  obligations  outstanding  at 
the  time  of  the  transfer.  The  Secretary  shall  report  annually  to  the 
Appropriations  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  respecting  the  status  and  progress  of  agricultural  research 
in  Alaska  and  the  advisability  of  resumption  by  the  Territory  of  the 
operation  of  the  experirnent  station  under  the  Land  Grant  College  Acts. 
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I  Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

j  For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico  to  be  paid 
quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  following 
,  ^  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  experiment  stations : 

Ij'  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts:  Hatch 
.'  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  C.,  362,  363,  365,  368, 
h  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7 
U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
;  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382) ,  $2,880,000 ;  Bank- 
|i  head-Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C. 
|.i' 427-427g) ,  $2,661,268,  none  of  which  shall  be  available  for  Alaska; 
h  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16, 1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386-386b) ,  extend- 
ing  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
$90,000;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of 
Congress  to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000 ;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

:  Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research  with  States : 

j  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $197,525  for  personal 
;  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
!  Acts  approved  March  2, 1887,  March  16, 1906,  February  24,  1925,  May 
16, 1928,  March  4, 1931,  and  June  20, 1936,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereto 
.  (7  _U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f),  relative  to 
their  administration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural 
experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $211,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall 
prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under  the 
above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance  with 
their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural 
colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts 
with  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico:  For  exjienses  necessary 
to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment  station  in  Puerto 
Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration,  and  distribution  of 
reports  and  bulletins,  $114,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $1,059,000  for 
departmental  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau 
of  Animal  Industry,  and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  livestock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising 
of  fur-bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments  in  animal 
husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and  breeding,  and  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101  (b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
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1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authorizing  cooperation  with  State  authorities 
in  the  administration  of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry, 
poultry  products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,305,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of  diseases  of 
animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin,  serums,  antitoxins,  and 
analogous  products,  $1,045,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the  control  and 
eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and  paratuberculosis  of 
animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s  disease  of  cattle,  $6,750,000: 
Provided^  That  no  part  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be 
used  in  compensating  owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and 
supplementary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county,  or 
municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place,  nor  shall 
any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation  for  or  on  account 
of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time 
of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of 
any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped, 
or  delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered :  Provided  further^ 
That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  compen¬ 
sation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third 
of  the  difference  between  the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the 
value  of  the  salvage  thereof ;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed 
the  amount  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 
municipality  where  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no 
case  shall  anj^  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quarantine  work, 
including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog  cholera  and  related  swine 
diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks,  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine 
in  horses,  the  supervision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the  inspec¬ 
tion  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of 
August  30, 1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102)  and  the  Act  of  July  24, 1946  (Public 
Law  522) ,  and  the  inspection  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  con¬ 
tagious  diseases,  $1,225,197. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws  relating 
to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $5,000,000, 
for  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  a  working  capital 
fund,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  to  be  designated  as  the  “Sleat 
inspection  fund”,  which  shall  be  available  for  all  expenses  necessary 
to  furnish  an  adequate  and  efficient  inspection  or  service,  and  here¬ 
after  every  person,  firm,  public  agency,  or  other  organization  fur¬ 
nished  inspection  or  service  under  said  laws,  including  inspection 
of  meat  and  meat-food  products  offered  for  import  or  export  and 
the  inspection  of  horse  meat  and  horse-meat  products,  shall  pay 
the  United  States  therefor  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  at  rates  and  fees  to  be  fixed 
by  him,  which  payments,  to  be  deposited  in  the  meat-inspection  fund, 
shall  provide  full  reimbursement  for  the  estimated  cost  attributable 
to  the  furnishing  of  such  inspection  or  service,  including  scientific 
and  technical  investigations  and  laboratory  services;  investigations 
relating  to  violations  of,  and  authorized  exemptions  under,  the  laws 
relating  to  Federal  meat  inspection;  supervisory,  administrative. 
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;  statistical,  business  management,  and  other  costs;  personal  services 
f  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  without  regard  to  section 
■  607  of  the  Federal  Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  rent 
I  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  purchase  and  hire  of 
f  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  the  pur- 
!  chase  of  printed  tags,  labels,  stamps,  and  certificates  as  authorized 
I  by  the  Act  of  September  21, 1944  (7  U.  S.  C.,  431)  ;  and  other  necessary 
!  expenses :  Provided^  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  require 
;  advance  payment,  posting  of  bonds,  or  other  assurance  of  payment, 
in  order  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  may  with¬ 
hold  or  withdraw  such  inspection  or  service  for  nonpayment  of 
charges  or  fees,  or  failure  to  provide  the  required  assurance  of  pay¬ 
ment  :  Provided  further,  That  inspection  or  other  technical  services 
may  be  rendered  to  Government  and  other  public  agencies,  upon 
request,  under  the  terms  and  conditions  herein  provided;  Provided 
further,  That  a  schedule  of  obligations  and  reimbursements  of  the 
meat-inspection  fund,  as  of  the  close  of  the  last  completed  fiscal  year, 
and  as  estimated  for  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years,  shall  be 
included  in  the  Budget  as  submitted  to  Congress  annually :  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  payments  shall  be  made  for  inspection  or  service 
rendered  on  and  adterTTul;^ ,  1947' . 

'Virus  Sei'um  Toxin  Act :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
>  approved  March  4, 1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158) ,  regulating  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  shipment  of ^  any  virus,  seriiin,^  toxin, 
or  analogous  product  manufactured  in  the  United  States  and  the  impor¬ 
tation  of  such  products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 

animals,  $315,000.  _  rr>i  <: 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum;  1  he  sum  ot 
$43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section  12  (a)  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May  12,  1933,  is  hereby  made  avail¬ 
able  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  herein  made 
to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the  Act  approved 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  _S.  C.  851-855),  including  personal  services  in 

the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OF  FOOT- AND- MOUTH  AND  OTHER  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF 

animals 


For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia,  or  other  contagious  or  in  ec- 
tious  diseases  of  animals,  or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases 
in  poultry,  including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past 
and  future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poultry) 
affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated  by  or  exposed 
to,  any  such  disease,  whereyer  found  and  irrespective  of  ownership, 
under  like  or  substantially  similar  circumstances,  when  such  own^sr 
has  complied  with  all  lawful  quarantine  re^ilations,  $100,000, 
together  with  such  sums  from  other  appropriations  of  the  Depait- 
ment  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an 
emercrency  which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industiy  of  the 
country:  Provided,  That  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 
purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat,  egg- 
production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  appraisement 
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based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any  such  animal  shall 
exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and, 
except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government  for  any ' 
such  animals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements: 
Provided  further^  That  poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the 
basis  for  appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Daiet  Industry 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to 
exceed  $540,912  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C. 
401-404) ,  including  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations 
in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  May  9, 1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c) ) ,  relating  to  process  or 
renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public 
Law  427) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94  (a) ) ,  insofar 
as  it  relates  to  tlie  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter, 
$1,011,000. 

For  repair  of  buildings,  fence,  electric  line  and  feed  bunk,  recently 
damaged  by  tornado  at  the  dairy  field  station,  Woodward,  Oklahoma, 
$5,300. 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineering 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  and  demon¬ 
strations  in  connection  with  the  production  and  improvement  of  farm 
crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  industries ;  soils  and  soil-plant  rela¬ 
tionships,  and  the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture ; 
plant  diseases,  including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention 
and  control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods  of 
handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agricultural 
products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our  possessions  for 
introduction  info  the  United  States,  including  explorations  and 
surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing  in  this  country ;  for  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city 
of  Washington,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  improvement, 
and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn,  cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats, 

'  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco, 
wheat,  and  other  field  crops,  $2,784,000. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops :  For  investigations  on  the  pro¬ 
duction,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vegetable,  nut,  ornamental, 
drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and  related  crops  and  plants, 
$2,445,000,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant 
Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineering,  from  Government  sur¬ 
plus  without  compensation  therefor,  one  sixty-five  acre  tract  occupied 
by  the  United  States  Plant  Introduction  Garden  under  permit  from 
the  War  Department  and  two  adjacent  small  parcels  of  land,  totaling 
in  all  approximately  seventy-seven  acres,  situated  at  Chapman  Field 
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Military  Eeservation,  Dade  County,  Florida,  and  valued  (procurement 
cost)  at  approximately  $7,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest  and  shade 
trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their  control,  $379,280. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of  soil  manage¬ 
ment  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  productivity,  including  fertili¬ 
zation,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage  practices,  and  other  means  of 
improving  soils ;  f ei'tilizers,  fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improve¬ 
ment  for  agricultural  use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on 
dry  and  irrigated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its 
use  by  crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and  determi¬ 
nation  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted  cropping  and 
improved  soil  management;  $1,466,000. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  including  farm  power 
and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanitation,  and  rural  electrifi¬ 
cation;  farm  buildings  and  their  appurtenances  and  buildings  for 
processing  and  storing  farm  products,  and  the  preparation  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  building  plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and 
other  engineering  problems  relating  to  the  pi’oduction,  processing, 
transportation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products ;  $637,000. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  development  of 
the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C.  191-194), _  including  travel 
expenses  of  the  advisory  council,  $436,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$350,000  shall  be  available  for  the  acquisition  of  adjoining  land,  and 
not  to  exceed  $2,500  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (Public  Law  600). 

Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Statiqn:  For  replacement  and  repair 
of  buildings,  equipment  and  supplies,  utilities,  fences  and  other 
general  repail’s  and  clean-up  operations  from  damages  due  to  the 
recent  tornado  at  Woodward,  Oklahoma,  $45,600. 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  demon¬ 
strations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic  entomology,  for 
investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of  destroying  insects 
and  related  pests  injurious  to  agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and 
beneficial  insects  and  bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects 
and  related  pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 
of  destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best  ways 
of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provi^ons 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  ^  G. 
151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  V.  b.  G.  149) 
and  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a),  authorizing  the  eiadi- 
cation,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of_  injurious  insects  and 
plant  pests ;  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes 
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and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  seven,  and  not  to  exceed  $746,350 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects  affecting 
fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest  products,  truck 
and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range  crops,  cotton,  tobacco, 
sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other  plants  and  agricultural  products, 
household  possessions,  and  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and 
apiary  management ;  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  infor¬ 
mation  to  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
investigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies 
of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange  with  other 
countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other  arthropods;  for 
developing  methods,  equipment,  and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing 
plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and 
plant  diseases;  and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides, 
including  methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  eftects  of 
their  application,  $2,961,300. 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control:  For  carrying  out  operations  or 
measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the 
spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies, 
gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths,  Dutch  elm  disease,  phony  peach  and 
peach  mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil, 
including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and  cooperation 
with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
and  including  the  establishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be 
necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit, 
including  the  interception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have 
been  transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  quarantine 
laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  166) ,  $2,972,100 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees,  farm  animals, 
farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or  destroyed :  Provided  further, 
That,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State 
until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish 
this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at 
least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  aj^propriated,  sub¬ 
scribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or  local  authorities,  or 
by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  pur¬ 
pose:  Provided  further.  That  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no 
expenditures  from  this  appropriation  shall  be  made  for  applying 
methods  of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where 
measures  for  the  removal  and  destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal 
lands  suffering  from  the  Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided 
such  removal  and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate 
for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control  progi’am,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums 
at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appropriated,  sub¬ 
scribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or  local  authorities,  or  by 
individuals,  or  organizations  concerned:  Provided,  however.  That 
expenditures  incurred  for  removal  of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm 


15 


{Fx7b.  Law  SM.l 


i  disease  from  non-Federal  lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of 
I  such  appropriations,  subscriptions,  or  contributions ;  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the  removal 
!  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm  disease  except 
'  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property  owned  or  controlled  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on  property  included  within 
local  experimental  control  areas. 

\  Foreign  plant  quarantines :  For  operations  against  the  introduction 

I  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United  States,  including  the 
enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
[  20, 1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905 

1(7  U.  S.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7  U.  S.  C. 
149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as  they  pertain 
to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement  of  regulations 
j  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and  from  the  District  of 

1  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 
of  August  20.  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  certification 
of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary  requirements  of 
ri  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
l|  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $2,000,000. 

I  CONTROL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND  PLANT  DISEASES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  joint  reso¬ 
lution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148-148e),  including  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 
;  exceed  three,  and  surveys  and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  coqp- 
r  eration  with  the  Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities, 
I  and  the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,050,000. 

I 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  ^iid  demon¬ 
strations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to  exceed  $237,  <46  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

Agricultural  chemical  investigations:  For  conducting  the  investi¬ 
gations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  May  15, 1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512), 
relating  to  the  application  of  chemistry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biologi¬ 
cal,  chemical,  physical,  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation 
of  foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances  used 
in  the  manufacture  thereof ;  for  investigations  of  the  physiological 
effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of  such  products  and  ot 
insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and  development  of  methods  tor 
the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and  starches  and  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  new  agricultural  materials  for  such  purposes;  and  tor  the 
technological  investigation  of  the  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables 
and  for  frozen  pack  investigations;  $511,500,  and  the^  shall  be  tians- 
ferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry,  from 
Government  surplus  without  compensation  therefor,  a  certain  pai'cel 
of  real  property  of  approximately  one  acre  (consisting  of  lots  37  and 
38  of  Deal  and  Kreiser  Subdivision,  and  lots  24  and  2a  of  tiact  728 
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in  the  city  of  Pasadena,  California) ,  valued  at  approximately  $15,800. 

Naval-stores  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  naval  stores 
(turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components^  the  investigation  and 
experimental  demonstration  of  improved  equipment,  methods,  or 
processes  of  preparing  naval  stores ;  and  the  weighing,  storing,  han¬ 
dling,  transportation,  and  utilization  of  naval  stores,  $152,550. 

Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  researches 
established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a)  to  202  (e), 
inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1292),  including  research  on  food  products  of  farm  com¬ 
modities,  $5,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  commodity  and  equipment  storage  building  at  the  Western 
Regional  Research  Laboratory  located  at  Albany,  California. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to 
exceed  $305,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
conducting  investigations  of  the  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products  for  food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with 
special  suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  etfective  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  investiga¬ 
tions,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as  have  for  their  pur¬ 
pose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home,  and  for  disseminating  useful 
information  on  this  subject,  $800,000. 

WHITE  PINE  BLISTER  RUST  CONTROL 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  approved 
April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  5D4a) ,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $3,750,000,  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be 
available  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  control  of  white  pine 
blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650 
of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine 
blister  rust  on  or  endangering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction :  and 
$1,193,350  of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire 
program,  method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted  under 
its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  confined  to,  the  control 
of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  State  and  privately  owned 
lands. 


FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $1,083,378  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600),  and  the  replacement  of  one 
passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  experiment 
and  make  investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest 
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fires,  and  lumbering,  but  no  paid  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States ;  to  advise  the  owners  of  woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the 
same;  to  investigate  and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and 
their  uses,  and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to 
seek,  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions ;  to  erect  necessary  build¬ 
ings:  Provided^  That  the  cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected,  or 
as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or 
sanitary  system  and  of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building, 
and  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 
be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  a,ny  build¬ 
ing  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was  $10,000  or 
more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appropriations  made  under  this  Act 
for  the  Forest  Service  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  admin¬ 
ister,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and 
other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil  waste,  and 
the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water ;  to  ascertain  the  natural 
conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care 
for  fish  and  game  supplied  to  stock  the  nat|ional  forests  or  the  waters 
therein ;  to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experi¬ 
ments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Provided^  That 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “National  forest  protec¬ 
tion  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation 
for  “Forest  fire  cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
“Printing  and  binding.  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest  fire 
prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as  follows  • 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  administration, 
includino-  the  salarv  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and 
for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Reservation  Commission  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514), 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the  adminis¬ 
tration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvenmnt,  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  establishment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including  the  procurement  of  tree 
seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase,  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding 
and  tree  planting  and  the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth; 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements  necessary  for  the 
proper  and  economical  administration,  protection,  development,  and 
use  of  the  national  forests,  including  experimental  areas  under 
Forest  Service  administration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  ot 
the  Secretary,  direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construc- 
struction,  improvements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (no 
to  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities;  control  of  destructive 
forest  tree  diseases  and  insects;  timber  cultural  operations;  aevelop- 
ment  and  application  of  fish  and  garne  management  plans;  propa¬ 
gation  and  tAnsplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiaiid 
portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber 
and  other  resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for 
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their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use ;  examination,  classification, 
surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  author¬ 
ized  by  law  and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  for¬ 
ests  that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under 
the  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  C. 
506-509) ,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ; 
investigation  and  establishment  of  water  rights,  including  the  pur¬ 
chase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for 
use  and  protection  of  water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests; 
and  all  expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$24,014,891,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be  available  for  the 
purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest  fires  on 
or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  administration,  including 
lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in  process  of  condemnation  for 
Forest  Service  purposes,  $100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  avail¬ 
able  for  meeting  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accorclance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act  approved  May  22, 
1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581,  581a,  581f-581i),  including  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  silvicultural, 
watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and  experiments  under  said 
section  2,  as  amended,  and  investigations  and  experiments  to  develop 
improved  methods  of  management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under 
section  7,  at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 
$2,475,000. 

F’orest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests  of  forest 
products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory,  or  else¬ 
where,  $1,250,000,  of  which  at  least  $11,050  shall  be  expended  for 
research  in  the  utilization  of  waste  woods. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest  survey 
under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics  under  section 
10,  $822,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  coojieration  with  the  various  States  or  other  appropriate 
agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and  the  protection 
of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  564-570),  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to  advise  tim- 
berland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  industries  or  other 
appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest  management  princi¬ 
ples  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest 
lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation 
of  the  timber  resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the 
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stabilization  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest 
i  industries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the 
I  Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative 
1  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b),  (not 
to  exceed  $660,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed 
$83,700)  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June  7, 
1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  in  all, 
not  to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed 
$30,000  for  the  construction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary 
I  buildings,  and  other  improvements :  Provided^  That  in  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  establish  new  nurseries  or  to 
acquire  land  for  the  establishment  of  such  new  nurseries. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Week’s  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands  under  the 
I  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1, 191 1,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 

!  513-519,  521),  $750,000,  to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the 
i  purchase  price  of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
'  connection  with  such  acquisition. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facilitate  the 
control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  following  national  forests,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of 
forest  receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed, the  following 
amounts  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 
Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337) ,  as  amended,  $40,000; 
Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505), 
as  amended,  $10,000 ;  San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests, 
Kiverside  County,  California,  Act  of  June  15, 1938  (Public  Law  634), 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests,  Nevada, 
Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as  amended,  $10,000;  Angeles 
National  Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591), 
$20,000;  Cleveland  National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California, 
Act  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17, 1940  (Public  Law  637) ,  $35,000 ;  in 
all  $142,000. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  November  9,  1921,  as 
amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23, 23a) ,  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruction, 
and  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under 
Forest  Service  administration,  (1)  $11,000,000  for  forest  development 
roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,300,000  for  forest  highways,  which  sums 
are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  December  20,  1944 
(Public  Law  521),  in  all,  $16,300,()00  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,000 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia) ,  to  be  immediately 
available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided,  That  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction, 
or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of 
equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and 
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maintenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 
altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not  exceed 
$10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or 
acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was  $r0,000"or  more,  may  be  improved 
witliin  any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the 
cost  of  such/buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance  with  the 
Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys,  and  to  per¬ 
form  works  of  improvement,  $1,000,000,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be  merged  the  unexpended 
balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred  to  the 
Department  for  flood  control  purposes:  Provided^  That  no  part  of 
such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and 
Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific  approval  of  the  county 
board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated : 
Provided  further^  That  allocations  of  funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1947 
and  1948  for  works  of  improvement  on  individual  watersheds  shall 
be  in  the  respective  amounts  set  forth  in  the  Department’s  budget 
justifications  to  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  and  shall  not 
be  decreased  except  as  may  be  necessary  by  reason  of  a  decrease 
in  the  estimates  of  available  prior  year  balances:  Provided  further^ 
That  not  less  than  $500,000  of  the  funds  hereby  appropriated  shall 
be  allocated  to  the  watersheds  of  the  Upper  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
and  Ohio  Rivers  and  their  tributaries. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f),  which  provides 
for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and  soil  and  water  conser¬ 
vation,  including  not  to  exceed  $856,750  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or 
alteration  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided^  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost 
of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system  and  connecting 
the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except 
where  buildings  are  acquired  in  conjunction  with  land  being  pur¬ 
chased  for  other  purposes  and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  con¬ 
structed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building :  Provided 
further^  That  no  money  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available 
for  the  construction  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the 
Government :  Provided  further^  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where 
the  State  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized  to  enter 
into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of  its  agencies  on 
policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving  of  its  soil  by  the 
extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  conservation  district  in  such 
State,  the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the  prior  approval 
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;  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to 
;  such  district,  as  follows : 

^  Soil  conservation  research :  F or  research  and  investigations  into 
^the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of  erosion,  soil  and 
R  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and  water  conservation 
I  (including  the  construction  and  hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation 
j  and  land  drainage,  and  water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and 
I  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that 
J  expenditures  for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited 
,  to  a  sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by 
»lhe  State  of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof) ;  and  for  con- 
r  struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  watersheds, 
j  stations,  laboratories,  p)lots,  and  installations,  $1,048,000. 

I  Soil  conservation  operations ;  F or  carrying  out  preventive  measures 
’  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special  measures  as  may 
.  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and 
»  including  the  improvement  of  fax’in  irrigation  and  land  drainage, 
the  establishment  and  operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  mak- 
[  ing-  of  conservation  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of 
:  information,  $38,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations  in 
:  demonstration  projects. 


LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of 
i  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved  July  22,  1937 
'  (7  U.  S.  C.  1010-1012),  and  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved 
August  11, 1945  (Public  Law  179,  Seventy-ninth  Congress) ,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,600,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION 


Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Resources 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved  February  29, 1936,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q),  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Adiustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except 
the  provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display 
of  exhibits,  including  such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  inter¬ 
national  fairs  within  the  United  States;  $228,000,000  to  remain 
available  until  December  31,  1948,  for  compliance  with  Programs 
under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  1947  programs  carried  out  durmg  the  period 
July  1,  1946,  to  December  31,  1947,  inclusive :  Provided, ^  That  not  to 
exc4d  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall 
be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other 
administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  progi-ams,  includmg 
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the  peanut-marketing  quota  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs, 
however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation ;  but  not  more  than 
$7,080,813  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938” :  Provided  further^  That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may 
be  made  upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall 
be  in  such  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
out  the  consei’vation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all 
other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and  that  the 
statements  and  information  contained  in  the  application  for  payment 
are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  under 
the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4, 1909,  as  amended  ( 18  U.  S.  C.  80)  : 
Provided  further^  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any 
regional  information  employees  or  any  State  or  county  information 
employees,  but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or 
supplying  of  information  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  fv/rther, 
That  such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  1948  programs  (amounting  to  $150,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of  the 
funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the  several  States  in 
accordance  with  their  conservation  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  :  Provided  further^  That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State 
shall  not  be  reduced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribu¬ 
tion  and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil¬ 
building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices,  under 
the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  programs  under  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  payments 
or  grants  under  such  program  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  land  with  respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be 
made,  in  conformity  with  farming  practices  which  wfill  encourage 
and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  practices 
in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted  to  conditions 
in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  approved  by  the  State 
committee  appointed  pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States; 
Provided  further^  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in 
auditing  payments  under  this  item:  Provided  further^  That  such 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime, 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services, 
and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in 
carrying  out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein ;  Provided  further^  That  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  complied 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural  conservation  pro¬ 
grams,  formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of  the 
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United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented  from  fil¬ 
ing,  applications  for  payment  under  any  such  program  during  the 
period  the  applicable  appropriation  for  such  program  was  available 
for  obligation,  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance 
of  the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act, 
1946 :  Provided  further^  That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  j)re- 
scribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to 
payment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the 
farmer  under  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition, 
1385) )  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed 
forces,  or  by  December  31,  1947,  whichever  is  later:  And  provided 
further^  That  no  part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or 
any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of 
such  Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted 
of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been 
found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of 
July  11, 1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201) ,  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate 
such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the 
payment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legisla¬ 
tion  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member 
or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions,  other 
than  those  specifically  relating  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  of  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1100-1183),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $55,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1949:  Provided,  That  expenditures  (including  trans¬ 
fers)  from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  payments  to  sugar 
producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,326,115. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,211,000  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  conducting  investi¬ 
gations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations,  as  follows :  -1  ,• 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and  distributing, 
by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  information  on  the  market 
supply  and  demand,  commercial  movement,  location,  disposition, 
quality,  condition,  and  market  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  hshi  and 
animal  products,  dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers), 
fruits  and  vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  jiroducts,  gram, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products,  $1,566,250. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  uivestigations  and 
certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition  of  any  agincultural 
commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise 
processed,  and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity  or 
derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when 
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received  at  such  important  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from 
time  to  time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be  conveniently  reached 
therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 
as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing  among  the 
people  of  the  United  States  useful  information  relative  to  the  needed 
supplies,  standardization,  classification,  grading,  preparation  for 
market,  handling,  transportation,  storage,  and  marketing  of  farm 
and  food  products,  including  the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the 
use  of  uniform  standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food 
products  throughout  the  world,  for  making-  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d),  and  for 
liquidating  war  food  orders  and  coordinating  nutrition  services  made 
available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agencies,  including  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section 
706  (a) ,  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  641b) ,  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  600),  and  not  to 
exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other  necessary  expenses  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensa¬ 
tion  while  away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business; 
printing  and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers; 
$1,000,000:  Provided^  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this 
appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which 
this  appropriation  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition 
to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropifiation 
items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of  classification  for 
tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official  tobacco-insiDection  service, 
approved  August  23,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide 
for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the 
Department,  approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco  seed  and 
plants,  approved  June  5, 1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  616) ,  $1,552,000. 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency,  and  Stand¬ 
ard  Container  Acts :  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perish¬ 
able  Agricultural  Commodities  Act,  ax^proved  June  10,  1930,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r),  and  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruc¬ 
tion  or  dumping  of  farm  produce,  approved  March  3,  1927  (7  U.  S.  C. 
491-497),  the  Standard  Baskets  Act,  approved  August  31,  1916,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  and  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for 
hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruit  and  vege¬ 
tables,  approved  May  21,  1928  (15  U.  S.  C.  257-257i),  $294,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts :  To  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing  the  Secretary  to 
collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade  and  staple  length  of  cotton, 
approved  March  3,  1927,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Ax^ril  13,  1937  (7 
U.  S.  C.  471-476),  and  to  ]ierform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by 
chaj)ter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 
(26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  x^ revisions  of  the 
United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved  March  4,  1923,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65),  $1,399,000. 
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United  States  Grain  Standards  Act :  To  cEi^rry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  $1,128,000. 

United  States  Warehouse  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act,  $585,000. 

Federal  Seed  Act :  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in  seeds ;  to  require  labeling 
and  to  prevent  misrepresentation  of  seeds  in  interstate  commerce ;  and 
to  require  certain  standards  with  respect  to  certain  imported  seeds, 
approved  August  9, 1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1561-1610) ,  $152,500 : 
Provided^  That  not  to  exceed  $250  of  this  amount  may  be  used  for 
meeting  the  share  of  the  United  States  in  the  expenses  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Seed  Testing  Congress. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act:  To  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  approved  August  15,  1921,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  August  14, 1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  $528,000. 

Naval  Stores  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Naval 
Stores  Act  of  March  3, 1923  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99) ,  $41,000. 

Insecticide  Act:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of. the  Act  of 
April  26,  1910  (7  U.  S.  C.  i21-134),  for  preventing  the  manufacture, 
sale,  or  transportation  of  adulterated  or  misbranded  paris  greens,  lead 
arsenates,  other  insecticides,  and  also  fungicides,  and  for  regulating 

traffic  therein,  $293,500.  .  . 

Freight  rates  for  farm  products:  To  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
section  201  (a)  to  201  (d),  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1291) ,  $138,000. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act :  To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amendecl 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1-I7a)_,  including  not  to  exceed  $153,000  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $530,000. 


FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  tli^  District 
of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  titles  I,  li,  and 
the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhe^- Jones  Faim 
Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029),  as  amended,  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  Act  of  1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14, 
1946,  and  Public  Law  563,  approved  July  30  1946  as  follows : 

Loans :  Title  I  and  section  43,  $15,000,000 ;  title  II  $60,000,000. 

Mortgage  insurance  fund :  F or  the  establishment  of  the  farm  tenant 
mortffaee  insurance  fund  pursuant  to  title  I,  $1,000,000. 

Safai  ies  and  expenses :  For  the  making  and  servicing  of  new  loans, 
insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made  undei 
prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of  assets  trmisferred  to  I 
Home  Administration  pursuant  to  the  Farmers  Home  Administiation 

^AU^Eghtsf  interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be 
made  to  the  ^cretary  of  Agriculture  for  the  purpose  ^ 

rehabilitation  and  farm  tenancy  loans  in  accordance  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act  of  1947  and  prior  appropria¬ 
tions  and  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946 
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are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  tl 
Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  ani 
directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  of  June  30,  1947,  to  the  Secretar; 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  an  I 
directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstanding  on  that  date,  plus  accrue] 
unpaid  interest,  theretofore  made  to  the  Secretary  under  the  provision! 
of  the  Acts  named  above,  and  all  notes  and  other  evidences  thereof 
and  all  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor.  The  Secretar  : 
of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Coij 
poration,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon  or  in  connection  with  suclj 
notes  at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaiii 
principal  of  the  loans  so  transferred,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interesl 
through  June  30,  1947.  Subsequent  to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruc' 
tion  Finance  Corporation  shall  make  no  further  loans  or  advances  tc 
the  Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorizetj 
and  directed,  in  lieu  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  tcj 
lend  or  advance  to  thfe  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions! 
of  the  Acts  referred  to  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  oil 
the  sums  which  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  thereto  * 
fore  been  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Secretary.  For  tht 
purpose  of  making  such  loans  or  advances,  the  Secretary  of  the] 
Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds] 
from  the  sale  of  any  securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond! 
Act,  as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  issued  i 
under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans  or  advances  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Repayments  to  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  | 
on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction  j 
of  the  United  States.  1 

I 

WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID  AREAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote  conserva¬ 
tion  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States  by  aiding  in 
the  development  of  facilities  for  water  storage  and  utilization,  approved  ; 
August  28,  1937j  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  j 
$1,750,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per-  ] 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  < 

i 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION  ! 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act  ! 
of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915), 
as  follows : 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for  financial  and  credit  reports, 
$5,000,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and  5  of  said 
Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  7  thereof, 
$225,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

Sections  3  (a)  and  3  (f)  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936, 
approved  May  20,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915),  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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“Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized 
Wind  directed  to  make  loans  to  the  Administrator,  upon  the  request 
ijrind  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  such  amounts  in 
tithe  aggregate  for  each  fiscal  year  commencing  with  the  fiscal  year 
(ending  June  30, 1948,  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  determine 
tlto  be  necessary,  either  without  interest  or  at  such  rate  of  interest 
dper  annum,  not  in  excess  of  the  rate  provided  for  in  sections  4  and  5 
r  of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  determine,  upon 
(the  security  of  the  obligations  of  borrowers  from  the  Administrator 
appointed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  or  from  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  established  by 
:  Executive  Order  Numbered  7037.  Interest  rates  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  loans  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
4o  the  Administrator  prior  to  July  1,  1947,  shall  be  adjusted  to  the 
interest  rate,  if  any,  established  for  loans  made  after  June  30,  1947, 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provision:  Provided^  That  such 
obligations  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  generating  plants,  electric  transmission  and  distribution 
lines,  or  systems  shall  be  fully  amortized  over  a  period  not  to  exceed 
thirty-five  years,  and  that  the  maturity  of  such  obligations  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  financing  the  wiring  of  premises  and  the  acquisition 
and  installation  of  electrical  and  plumbing  appliances  and  equipment 
shall  not  exceed  two-thirds  of  the  assured  life  thereof  and  not  more 
than  five  years.  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to  make 
all  such  endorsements,  to  execute  all  such  instruments,  (I-ecI  to  do  all 
such  acts  and  things  as  shall  be  necessary  to  effect  the  valid  transfer 
and  assignment  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  all  such  obligations, 
and  to  execute  such  trust  inkruments  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  by 
the  Administrator  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  providing  tor 
the  holding  in  trust  by  the  Administrator  of  all  such  obligations 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  security  for  loans  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  heretofore  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
or  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  All  rig  i  s, 
interests,  obligations,  and  duties  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  arising  out  of  loans  made  or  authorized  to  be  made  o 
the  Administrator  are,  as  of  the  close  of  June  3(h  1947,  lasted  in 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer,  as  of  the  close  ot  June 
30,  1947,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
TiWsury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  all  loans  outstanding 
on  that  date,  plus  accrued  unpaid  interest,  theretofore  made  to  the 
Administrator  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and 
other  evidences  there  of  and  all  obligations  constituting  y 

therefor.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cancel  notes  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  sums  due  and  unpaid  upon 
or  in  connection  with  such  notes  at  the  time  of  such  can^ktion, 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  unpaid  pnncj^pal  of  the  loans  so  tmmlemd, 
plus  accrued  unpaid  interest  thiough  June  3  ,  •  ■  fi  , 

to  June  30,  1947,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  ^^^Toration  shall  malm 
no  further  loans  or  advances  to  the  Administrator ;  S 

of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  to  the 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  lend  o  c  cnbsection 
Administrator,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subsect  o 
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3  (a),  any  unobligated  or  unadvanced  balances  of  the  sums  whicl, 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  theretofore  beei 
authorized  and  directed  to  lend  to  the  Administrator.  For  the  pun 
pose  of  making  loans  or  advances  pursuant  to  this  section,  the  Secre^ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public-deht  transaction 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  securities  issued  under  the  Second 
Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities 
may  be  issued  under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans  or 
advances  to  the  Administrator.  Repayments  to  the  Secretary  of ' 
the  Treasury  on  such  loans  or  advances  shall  be  treated  as  a  public- 
debt  transaction  of  the  United  States. 

“Sec.  3.  (f)  All  money  representing  payments  of  principal  and 
interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Administrator  shall  be  paid  to  thet 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  payment  of  loans  made  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  the  Secretary  i 
of  the  Treasury ;  upon  the  payment  of  such  loans  all  moneys  represent¬ 
ing  payments  of  principal  and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.”  | 

I 

FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 

! 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES  I 

For  necessary  expenses  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia :  printing  and  binding ;  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  attendance 
at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members  of  organizations  at  which 
matters  of  importance  to  the  work  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
are  to  be  discussed  or  transacted;  not  to  exceed  $750  for  periodicals 
and  newspapers :  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations 
which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  lower 
price  than  to  others,  paj^ment  for  which  may  be  made  in  advance; 
not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures  authorized  by  section  602  of  - 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle  for  use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewLere; 
garage  rental  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  payment  of  actual  trans¬ 
portation  and  other  necessary  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  pei’sons  serving,  while  away  from  their 
homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the  United  States,  in  an 
advisory  capacity  to  the  Farm  Credit  Administration,  except  that 
such  expenditures  shall  not  exceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corpora¬ 
tions,  banks,  associations,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or 
regulated  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration;  in  all,  $561,000.  Col¬ 
lections  made  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
( 12  U.  S.  C.  832) ,  are  hereby  made  available  to  reimburse  this  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  cost  of  examining  and  supervising  the  corporations, 
banks,  associations,  and  other  organizations  as  provided  in  said  section. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under  this  title 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau,  office,  agency,  or  service 
of  the  Department,  or  any  corporation,  institution,  or  association 
supervised  thereby,  who  makes  or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes 
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he  approval  of,  any  loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural 
iJredit  Corporation  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such 
ban  or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security  for 
vr  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  theretofore  made 
ly  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and  confined  to  a  specific 
i.rea  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  have  found 
jthat  such  loans  for  specified  agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  \ 
i  ime  periods  are  necessary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  produc- 
ion  disasters.  All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section 
vill  carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be  secured 
)y  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral  as  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of  repayment,  and  will  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal  of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local 
^jank  or  the  production  credit  association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the  lump-sum 
appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under  this  title  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  and  for  the 
I  .lire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the 
!  Department  outside  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such 
ivehicles  purchased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appi'opriations  are  made  under  such  title  shall 
not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase  by  the  Department 
under  the  statements  of  proposed  expenditures  for  purchase  and  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the  Budget.  .  .  ,  , 

Sec  4  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the  employment 
of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary  employment  of  trans¬ 
lators  when  competent  citizen  translators  are  not  available; 

I  employment  in  cases  of  emergency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  ot 
I  the  Department  for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  (3)  employ- 
•  ment  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 

^Sec.^  5^’ Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall 

health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August  8,  1946 

^  Sec'  6  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those  f  lated  or 

authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such  fiscal  yf  Tral 

able  for  the  payment  of  claims  pu^’s^ant  to  part  2  of  the  Federa 

Tort  Claims  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (Public  Law  601) ._ 

Sec  7  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall 
be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  peijon  who  engages  in  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  oi  who  is  a 

member '’of  an  organization  of  Government  f 

fbe  rio-ht  to  strike  asainst  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  oi 

Sto  aioStS  or  ira  member  of  “  f“ 

the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force 
violence;  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall 
be  considered  priilia  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 
affidavit  has  not^contrary  to  the  Provisions 

a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  St^es,  is  a 
ber  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the 

right  to  strike  against  the  Governmpt  of  the  tr^L^za- 

such  person  doef  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organiza 
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tion  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided  further,  That  such  adminis¬ 
trative  or  supervisory  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized  to 
administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required  by  this 
section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing:  Provided  further, 
That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Govern¬ 
ment  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts  employment 
the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from  any  appropriation 
contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  convic¬ 
tion,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the  above  penalty 
clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other 
provisions  of  existing  law:  Provided  further.  That  nothing  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 
involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property,  and  pay¬ 
ment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons  from  applicable 
appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such  emergency  without 
execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  personal  services 
under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave 
payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  December  21,  1914  (Public  Law 
525)  :  Provided,  in  expending  the  appropriation  herein  for  “In¬ 
spection  and  quarantine.  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,”  service  shall 
be  maintained  at  all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  last 
quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1947. 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1948”. 

TITLE  II— GOVEKNMENT  COKPOKATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely : 

Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative  expenses, 
$5,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for  newspapers. 

Subscriptions  to  capital  stock.  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation : 
To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  subscribe  and  pay  for 
capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  as  provided 
in  section  504  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1504), 
^  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  authorized  to  make 
such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing  authority 
available  to  each  such  corporation  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make 
such  contracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limita¬ 
tions  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set  forth 
in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such  corporation, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided : 
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)  Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  so 
^construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from 
^carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program  authorized  by  law:  Pro- 
wided,  That  not  to  exceed  $8,450,000  shall  be  available  for  admmis- 
!trative  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for 
periodicals,  maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  pen¬ 
alty  mail :  Provided  further.  That  all  necessary  expenses  (including 
le"al  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not 
including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition, 
operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or 
personal  jiroperty  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  w’hich  it  has 
an  interest,  including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral, 
shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 

^^Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
the  sums  appropriated  in  section  201  of  this  title  shall  be  ^ 

any  crop  insurance  operations  other  than  the  continuation  of  the  trial 
crop  insurance  program,  as  authorized,  and  expenses  necessary  in  the 
liquidation  of  insurance  contracts  on  the  1947  and  prior  crops  o 
wheat,  cotton,  and  flax :  Provided  further.  That  none  of  tlie  funds 
herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  to  insure  any  1948  oi’  subsequent 
crop  except  wheat  in  not  to  exceed  six  hundred  and  thirty-three 
counties  and  flax  in  not  to  exceed  eighty-seven  counties,  in  accoi  dance 
with  section  508  (a)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
rmended,  and  five  additional  crops  in  1948  under  the  provisions  of 
section  508  (a)  (2)  of  said  Act,  as  amended,  including  com  and 
tobacco  in  not  to  exceed  fifty  counties  each  and  cotton  in  not  to  exceed 
fiftv-six  counties,  unless  otherwise_  provided  by  legislation. 

Sec  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions  speci  ed 

under  the  head  “General  provisions”  n 

Appropriations  Act,  1948,  shall  be  applicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  III— KEDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATION 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Notwithstanding  any  other  m-ovision  of  section  32,  Public  Law 
Numbered  320,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved 

amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  612  (c)  ) ,  not  more  than  $44,000,000 
-  shall  be  available  during  the  fiscal  year  ending^  June  30,  1948,  for  u^ 
in  elfectuatino-  the  purposes  of  that  Act.  To  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4, 
1946^ (Public  Law  396) ,  there  is  hereby  made  available  $65,000,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  by  section  32  of  the  Act 
aunroverAS-uft  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)),  such  amount  to  be 

Stenl^ol  seotbn  the  National  School  Lunch  Key  Provided  That 
To  onrTof  sudi  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance  under  sec- 

tion^6  of  said  Act.  The  reminder  y^sa. 

fnl  'rail  be  cSrie^li;  (h'e  surpfostnd  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  thereafter. 

Approved  July  30,  1947. 
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